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Introduction 

The Community Assessment is the tust step in the development of the Comprehensive Plan and is intended to be 

an objective review and analysis of data and information concerning certain aspects or elements of the community. 

These elements include: population, economic development, housing, natural and cultural resources, community 

facilities and services, intergovernmental coordin.ation, transportation, and land use. A brief description of each 

element :U1d it's relation to d1e plan is d escribed below. 

Population 

Tllis element provides the fo undation for d1e plan. In order to plan for the future, cities and counties must have a 

general idea of approximately how many people to plan for. Tllis section will identify trends and issues in popula

tion growth and significant demograpllic characteristics of d1e comm111lity including total population, Age distribu

tion, race and ethnicity, and income. 

Economic Development 

Tllis element provides an invent01y and assessment of the community's economic base and its labor force. An 

analysis of d1e past trends of a community's econonlic base and its labor force, as well as an analysis of regional 

comparisons in d1ese areas, will provide insight into the commmlity's economic heald1. An understanding of the 

comm111lity's economy is necess:uy in order to develop goals, objectives, and policies for the commmlity's future 

economic development . 

Housing 

Tllis element provides an inventoty and assessment of a commmlity's housing and basically evaluates d1e adequacy 

and suitability of existing h ousing stock. More specifically an evaluation will be m ade concerning: 

• H ousing types and housing mix and how they have changed over time; 

• The condition and occupancy of d1e housing in d1e commmuty; 

• The cost of housing bod1 for owners and renters; 

• The needs of households that are cost burdened; 

• Special h ousing n eeds such as h ousing for the elderly, homeless, victims of domestic violence, and d1e 

disabled; 

• The Jobs-housing balan ce. 
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Natural and Cultural Resources 

This element provides an inventmy and assessment of a community's natural and cultural resources that include: 

• Water supply watersheds, wetlands, ground water recharge areas; 

• Protected rivers, scenic areas, prirne agricultural or forest land; 

• Major parks, recreation areas, and conservation areas; 

• Other environmentally sensitive areas such as public water supply sources, steep slopes, floodplains, soil, 

plant and animal habitats, and any other sensitive areas that are of significance to the area; 

• Significant culh1ral resources such as historic and cu1rura11andmarks and archeological sites. 

Community Facilities and Services 

This element provides an inventmy and assessment of d1e various services tl1at are provided by the City and 

County. Major public facilities and services will be evaluated and will ir1clud e: 

• Distribution and treatment of the water system, collection and treatment of wastewater; 

• Setvices such as fire protection, public safety; 

• Parks and recreation, storm water management, and solid waste management 

Intergovernmental Coordination 

This element will identify existin.g coordinating mechanisms and processes for tl1.e local governments and agencies 

such as independent, authorities, boards, and development organizations . 

Transportation 

The transportation element will evaluate tl1.e adequacy of several components of the transportation system for 

serving d1.e needs of d1e community tl1.roughout tl1.e planning period. Specifically the following issues will be ad

dressed: 

• Road network including roads, highways, bridges, connectivity, and signalized intersections. 

• Altemative modes of transportation including bicycle, pedestrian facilities, and public transportation. 

• Parking and the adequacy of parking facilities in tl1e downtown area. 
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• Railroads, trucking, and airport facilities including freight and passenger lines, intennodal facilities, com

mercial and general purpose air terminals. 

• Significant traffic congestion and its connection to land use. 

Land Use 

This element provides an inventory and assessment of how land is used in die community and how die future 

growth and development will affect land use. I ssues such as future employment, new growdi demand for residen

tial and nonresidential land uses, land area, and land consumption will be considered. The land use section also 

includes die proposed character area map which subdivides die community into p lanning sub-areas based on die 

stmcture of the Visual Preference Survey which is the basis for die Community Agenda portion of die Compre

hensive Plan. 
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Chapter 1 

General Population Overview 

Overall, Bibb County has experienced flat residential growth for quite some time now. The unin

corporated areas of Bibb County are experiencing new residential growth. Between 1990 to 2000, 

the Bibb County population increased by 3,920 (2.6% increase) and the unincorporated portions of 

Bibb County increased by 13,291 (30.6% increase) . On the other hand, the City of Macon has been 

losing population. Between 1990 to 2000, the City of Macon population decreased by 9,357 persons 

(7 .3% decrease). While the City of Macon and Bibb County remain major employment and eco

nomic centers, the residential population is moving to the suburbs. Tllis is occurring both within 

Bibb County and the Macon-Warner Robu1s SMA. Between 1990 to 2000 the SMA population .in

creased by 41,446 persons (14.7% u1erease). The movement of residential development to the sub

urbs has been and will contllme to be the trend. 

See Table 1-1. 

According to the 2000 Census, Bibb County's population is 50.1% white, 47.3% black, 0.2% Ameri

can Indian, 1.1% Asian and 1.3% other races . The percentage of d1e population that is black has 

been steadily u1creas.ing since the 1960's when 33.4% of the commllllity's population was black. In 

1990 and 2000, it was 41.7% and ulCreased to 4 7.3% respectively. As this trend cont.itmes, the per

centage of the population that is black is projected to reach 57.6% u1 2025. See Table 1-2 At the 

same time the percentage of d1e white population .is going down. It went from 57.6% u1 1990 to 

50.1 %in2000. See Table 1-1. 

Within Bibb County, there appears to be a net out migration of whites and a net in migration of 

blacks. The wllite population decreased by 9,105 persons, a 10.6% decrease from d1e 1990 Census 

to the 2000 Census. The black population increased by 10,292, a 16.5% u1erease, from d1e 1990 

Census to the 2000 Census. See Table 1-1. 



Table 1-1 

Population and Race Data 1990 Census 

Jurisdiction 
Total Popu-

Total White Total Black 
Total American Total Asian & P a-

Other 
lation Indian cific Islander 

Bibb County 149,967 86,252 57.5% 62,526 41.7% 190 0.1% 791 0.5% 208 0.3% 

Unincorporated 
43,163 35,800 82.9% 6,877 15.9% 62 0.1% 3-+7 0.8% 77 0.2% 

Bibb County 

City of Macon 106,612 50,265 47. 1% 55,6-+5 52.2% 127 0.1% 444 0.4% 131 0.2% 

Payne City 192 187 97.4% 4 2.1 % 1 0.5% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 

M acon-Warner 
281,103 180,383 64.2% 97,29-t 34.6% 571 0.2% 1 ,9-t 1 0.7% 91-t 0.9% 

Robins SMA 

Similar Counties 

Chatham County 216,935 130,607 60.2% 82,608 38. t % 461 0.2% 2,352 1.1 % 907 0.4% 

Dougherty County 96,311 47,034 48.8% -+8,387 50.2% 250 0.3% 452 0.5% 188 0.2% 

Floyd County 81,251 69,338 85.3% 11.1 06 13.7% 138 0.2% 409 0.5% 260 0.3% 

Houston County 89,208 68,097 76.3% 19,376 21.7% 277 0.3% 1,030 1.2% -+28 0.5% 

Lowndes County 75,981 50,566 66.6% 24,241 31.9% 230 0.3% 647 0.9% 297 0.4% 

Muscogee County 179,278 105,762 59.0% 68,161 38.0% 569 0.3% 2,510 1.4% 2,276 1.3% 

Richmond County 189,7 19 104,612 55.1% 79,639 42.0% 529 0.3% 3,317 1.7% 1,622 0.9% 

Georgia 6,478,216 4,600,148 71.0% 1,7-+6,565 27.0% 13,348 0.2% 75,781 1.2% 42,374 2.4% 



Table 1-1 Contiuned 

Population and Race Data 2000 Census 

Jurisdiction 
Total Popu-

Total White Total Black 
Total American Total Asian & Pa-

Other 
lation Indian cific Islander 

Bibb County 153,887 77J -n 50.1% 72 818 47.3% 272 0.2% 1,694 1.1% 1,955 1.3% 

Unincorporated 
56,454 42,513 75.3% 12,054 21.4% 84 0.1% 1,038 1.8% 766 1.4% 

Bibb County 

City of Macon 97,255 34,482 35.5% 60,740 62.5% 188 0.2% 656 0.7% 1,188 1.2% 

Payne City 178 152 85.4% 24 13.5% 0 0.0% 0 1 0.6% 

Macon-Warner 
322,549 190,999 59.2% 121,107 37.5% 787 0.1% 3,756 1.2% 5,899 1.8% 

Robins SMA 

Similar Counties 

Chatham County 232,048 127,873 55:1% 94,398 40.7% 495 0.2% 4,174 1.8%, 5,108 2.2% 

Dougherty County 96,065 36,277 37.8% 57,967 60.3% 141 0. 1% 715 0.7% 965 1.0% 

Floyd County 90,565 73,249 80.9% 11 ,889 13.1% 234 0.3% 1,290 1.4% 3,903 4.3% 

Houston County 110,765 78,091 70.5% 27,044 24.4% 415 0.4% 1,947 1.8% 3,268 3.0% 

Lowndes County 92,115 57,185 62.1 % 31 ,681 34.4% 287 0.3% 869 0.9% 2,093 2.3% 

Muscogee County 186,291 93,928 50.4% 80,509 43.2% 1,048 0.6% 3,368 1.8% 7,438 4.0% 

Richmond County 199,775 91 ,181 45.6% 98,824 49.5% 596 0.3% 3,235 1.6% 5,939 3.0% 

Georgia 8,186,453 5,327,281 65.1% 2,349,542 28.7% 21,737 0.3% 177,416 2.2% 310,476 3.8% 



Table 1-1 Continued 

Change between 1990 to 2000 Census 

Jurisdiction 
Total Popu-

Total White Total Black Total American Total Asian & Pa-
Other 

lation Indian cific I slander 

Bibb County 3,920 -9,105 10,292 82 903 1,747 

Unincorporated 
13,291 6,713 5,177 22 691 689 

Bibb County 

City of Macon -9,357 -15,783 5,095 61 212 1,057 

Payne City - l -t -35 20 -1 0 1 

Macon-Warner 
41,446 10,616 23,813 216 1,815 4,985 Robins SMA 

Similar Counties 

Chath am County 15,113 -2,734 11 ,790 34 1,822 4,201 

Dougherty County -246 -10,757 9,580 -109 263 777 

Floyd County 9,314 3,911 783 96 881 3,643 

Houston County 21,557 9,994 7,668 138 917 2,840 

Lowndes County 16,13-t 6,6 19 7,440 57 222 1,796 

Muscogee County 7,013 -11,834 12,348 479 858 5,162 

Richmond County 10,056 -13,431 19,185 67 -82 4,317 

Georgia 1,708,237 727,133 602,977 8,389 101,635 268,102 



Table 1-1 Continued 
Percentage Ch ange between 1990 to 2000 Census 

Jurisdiction 
Total Popu-

Total White Total Black 
Total American Total Asian & Pa-

Other 
lation Indian citic Islander 

Bibb County 2.6% -10.6% 16.5% 43.2% 114.2% 839.9% 

Unincorporated 
30.8% 18.8% 75.3% 35.5% 199.1 % 894.8% 

Bibb County 

City of Macon -8.8% -31.4% 9.2% 48.0% 47.7% 806.9% 

Payne City -7.3% -18.7% 500.0% -100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

Macon-Warner 
14.7% 5.9% 24.5% 37.8% 93.5% 545.4% 

Robins SMA 

Similar Counties 

Chatham County 7.0% -2.1% 14.3% 7.4% 77.5% 463.2% 

Dougherty County -0.3% -22.9% 19.8% -43.6% 58.2% 413.3% 

Floyd County 11 .5% 5.6% 7.1% 69.6% 215.4% 1401 .2% 

Houston County 24.2% 14.7% 39.6% 49.8% 89.0% 663.6% 

Lowndes County 21.2% 13.1% 30.7% 24.8% 34.3% 604.7% 

Muscogee County 3.9% -11.2% 18.1% 84.2% 34.2% 226.8% 

Richmond County 5.3% -12.8% 24.1% 12.7% -2.5% 266.2% 

Georgia 26.4% 15.8% 34.5% 62.8% 134.1% 632.7% 



Table 1-2 
Racial Composition for Bibb County - Census Data 

Total 
Total White Total Black 

Total Ameri- Total Asian & 
Other 

Population can Indian Pacific Islander 
Year 

1980 150,256 91,460 60.9% 58,069 38.6% 109 0.1% 446 0.3% 172 0.1% 
1985 149,813 88,856 59.3% 60,298 40.2% 150 0.1% 319 0.2% 190 0.1% 
1990 149,967 86,252 57.5% 62,526 41.7% 190 0.1% 791 0.5% 208 0.1% 
1995 151,928 81,700 53.8% 67,672 44.5% 231 0.2% 1,243 0.8% 1,082 0.7% 
2000 153,887 77,147 50.1% 72,818 47.3% 272 0.2% 1,694 1.1% 1,956 1.3% 
2005 154,795 73,569 47.5% 76,505 49.4% 313 0.2% 2,006 1.3% 2,402 3.5% 
2010 155,704 69,991 45.0% 80,193 51.5% 354 0.2% 2,318 1.5% 2,848 1.8% 
2015 156,619 66,421 42.4% 83,880 53.6% 394 0.3% 2,630 1.7% 3,294 2.1% 
2020 157,518 62,834 39.9% 87,567 55.6% 435 0.3% 2,942 1.9% 3,740 2.4% 
2025 158,426 59,256 37.4% 91 ,254 57.6% 476 0.3% 3,254 2.1% 4,186 2.6% 



Table 1-3 
Age 1990 Census 

Macon-

Age 
Bibb Unincorporated City of Payne Warner 

Georgia 
County Bibb County Macon City Robins 

SMA 

<5 11,341 2,993 8,338 10 21 ,742 495,535 
5-9 10,943 3,190 7,745 8 21,390 483,952 

10-14 10,899 3,236 7,657 6 20,831 466,614 
15-17 6,680 2,136 4,540 4 12,635 281,202 
18-19 5,027 1,170 3,852 5 9,381 215,950 

20 2,329 515 1,810 4 4,395 109,209 
21 2,212 518 1,692 2 4,159 103,347 

22-24 6,685 1,700 4,977 8 12,554 310,078 
25-29 12,398 3,591 8,789 18 24,463 589,952 
30-34 12,648 3,981 8,659 8 24,474 584,944 
35-39 11,543 3,961 7,573 9 21,874 531,619 
40-44 10,407 3,732 6,661 14 20,036 484,079 
45-49 7,901 2,869 5,023 9 15,657 374,918 
50-54 6,640 2,334 4,299 7 13,422 294,033 
55-59 6,502 1,897 4,596 9 12,494 259,735 
60-61 2,494 652 1,839 ,., 

.) 4,455 96,499 
62-64 3,998 947 3,041 10 6,842 142,280 
65-69 6,325 1,368 4,945 12 10,571 218,078 
70-74 5,079 1,020 4,041 18 8,006 169,973 
75-79 3,802 694 3,092 16 5,738 128,526 
80-84 2,418 367 2,042 9 3,502 80,449 
>85 1,696 292 1,401 3 2,482 57,244 

Total 149,967 43,163 106,612 192 281,103 6,478,216 
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Table 1-3 continued 
Age 2000 Census 

Macon-

Age 
Bibb U nincorporated City of Payne Warner 

Georgia 
Cmmty Bibb County M acon City Robins 

SMA 

<5 11,434 3,838 7,583 13 22,942 595,150 
5-9 11,666 4,059 7,590 17 25,028 615,584 

10-14 11,394 4,268 7,114 12 25,1 11 607,759 
15-17 6,386 2,457 3,923 6 14,448 350,741 
18-19 4,872 1,332 3,536 4 10,289 245,536 

20 2,433 630 1~802 1 5,032 125,148 
21 2,100 586 1,513 1 4,469 117,767 

22-24 6,093 1,951 4,134 8 12,574 349,281 
25-29 10,943 3,901 7,028 14 22,123 641 ,750 
30-34 10,358 4,134 6,211 13 22,294 657,506 
35-39 11 ,553 4,791 6,746 16 26,286 698,735 
40-44 11 ,704 4,972 6,717 15 25,834 654,773 
45-49 10,833 4,479 6,348 6 22,658 573,01 7 
50-54 9,586 3,985 5,594 7 20,093 506,975 
55-59 7,197 3,059 4,129 9 15,075 375,651 
60-61 2,337 963 1,371 3 5,106 122,259 
62-64 3,378 1,325 2,052 1 7,304 163,546 
65-69 5,264 1,823 3,436 5 4,524 236,634 
70-74 4,960 1,508 3,447 5 15,457 199,061 
75-79 4,243 1,184 3,048 11 7,419 157,569 
80-84 2,837 684 2,148 5 4,774 104,154 
>85 2,316 525 1,785 6 3,709 87,857 

Total 153,887 56,454 97,255 178 322,549 8,186,453 
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Table 1-3 continued 

Change between 1990 & 2000 Census 

M acon-

Age 
Bibb U nincorporated City of Payne Warner 

G eorgia 
Co unty Bibb County Macon City Robins 

SMA 

<5 93 845 -755 3 1,200 99,615 
5-9 723 869 -155 9 3,638 131 ,632 

10-14 495 1,032 -543 6 4,280 141,145 
15-17 -294 321 -617 2 1,813 69,539 
18-19 -155 162 -316 -1 908 29,586 

20 104 11 5 -8 -3 637 15,939 
21 -112 68 -179 -1 310 14,420 

22-24 -592 251 -843 0 20 39,203 
25-29 -1,455 310 -1,761 -4 -2,340 51,798 
30-34 -2,290 153 -2,448 5 -2,180 72,562 
35-39 10 830 -827 7 4,412 167,116 
40-44 1,297 1,240 56 1 5,798 170,694 
45-49 2,932 1,610 1,325 -3 7,001 198,099 
50-54 2,946 1,651 1,295 0 6,671 212,942 
55-59 695 1,162 -467 0 2,581 115,916 
60-61 -157 31 1 -468 0 651 25,760 
62-64 -620 378 -989 -9 462 21,266 
65-69 -1,061 455 -1,509 -7 -6,047 18,556 
70-74 -119 488 -594 -13 7,451 29,088 
75-79 441 490 -44 -5 1,681 29,043 
80-84 419 317 106 -4 1,272 23,705 
>85 620 233 384 3 1,227 30,613 

Total 3,920 13,291 -9,357 -14 41,446 1,708,237 



Table 1-4 
Bibb County/City of Macon Compared to Urbanized Counties in the Atlanta Region 

Ages 15-19 & 20-14 in 1990 to Ages 25-29 & 30-34 in 2000 

Age 
Bibb City of Bartow Cherokee Clayton Cobb Deka1b Douglas F ayette Forsyth Fulton Gwinnett Henry Paulding G . 

County Macon County County County County County County County County County County County C eorgta ounty 

1990 
Census 11,707 8,392 4,200 6,114 14,051 29,284 37,841 5,551 4,915 3,132 46,403 23,243 4,092 3,050 497,152 
15-19 

2000 
Census 10,943 7,028 5,889 9,797 21 ,864 54,921 65,523 6,708 3,505 6,583 78,488 49,192 8,617 7,318 641 ,750 
25-29 

2000 
Minus- -764 -1,364 1,689 3,683 7,813 25,637 27,682 1,157 -1,410 3,451 32,085 25,949 4,525 4,268 144,598 

1990 

Percent 
-6.5% -16.3% 40.2% 60.2% 55.6% 87.5% 73.2% 20.8% -28.7% 110.2% 69.1% 111.6% 110.6% 139.9% 29.1% 

Change 

1990 
Census 11 ,226 8,479 4,370 5,934 15,593 34,696 47,209 5,272 3,277 3,099 56,317 25,270 4,028 3,247 522,634 
20-24 

2000 
Census 10,358 6,211 6,389 12,822 21,747 55,362 64,350 7,683 5,006 9,940 73,046 55,496 10,827 8,840 657,506 
30-34 

2000 
Minus- -868 -2,268 2,019 6,888 6,154 20,666 17,141 2,411 1,729 6,841 16,729 30,226 6,799 5,593 134,872 

1990 

Percent 
-7.7% -26.7% 46.2% 11 6.1% 39.5% 59.6% 36.3% 45.7% 52.8% 220. 7% 29.7% 11 9.6% 168.8% 172.3% 25.8% 

Change 



Table 1-5 

1990 Househ olds & Income 

Persons per 
1989 Median 

Census T racts 
1990 House- Occupied 

Household In-
1989 Per Cap-

holds Housing ita Income 
Units 

come 

Bibb County 56,155 2.58 $25,813 $13,017 

U nincorporated Bibb 14,837 N/A N/A N/A 
County 

City of M acon 41,227 2.5 $21,038 $11,502 

Payne City 91 1.92 $11,691 $7,300 

Macon-Warner Robins 102,886 
SMA 

2.65 $28,153 $12,878 

Similar Counties 

Chatham County 81,111 2.59 $26,721 $12,983 

Dougherty County 34,163 2.72 $23,587 $10,888 

Floyd County 30,528 2.55 $25,536 $12,121 

H ouston County 30,518 2.71 $31,229 $12,939 
Low ndes County 26,311 2.72 $23,295 $10,919 

M uscogee C ounty 65,858 2.61 $24,056 $11 ,949 

Richmond County 68,675 2.61 $25,265 $11 ,799 

Atlanta Area Counties 

Bartow Cotmty 20,091 2.76 $27,554 $11 ,748 
Cherokee County 31,309 2.86 $39,052 $14,849 

Clayton County 65,523 2.75 $33,472 $13,577 

Cobb County 171,288 2.60 $41 ,297 $19,166 

DeKalb County 208,690 2.57 $35,721 $17,115 

Douglas Cotmty 24,277 2.90 $37,138 $14,096 

F ayette County 21,054 2.96 $50,167 $19,025 
Forsyth County 15,938 2.75 $36,642 $15,763 
Fulton County 257,140 2.44 $29,978 $18,452 

Gwinnett County 126,971 2.77 $43,518 $17,881 

Henry County 20,012 2.91 $37,550 $14,167 

Paulding County 14,326 2.88 $33,085 $12,322 

Georg ia 2,366,575 2.66 $29,021 $13,631 



Table 1-5 Contiuned 
2000 Households & Income 

Persons per 
1999 Median 

J uirisdiction 
2000 Total Occupied 

Household In- 1999 Per Cap-
Households Housing ita Income 

Units 
come 

Bibb County 59,667 2.49 $34,532 $19,058 

Unincorporated Bibb 
21,139 N/A N/A N/A 

City of Macon 38,444 2.44 $27,405 $16,082 

Payne City 84 2.1 2 $20,313 $15,109 

M acon-Warner Robins 121,505 2.58 $38,565 $18,840 

Similar Counties 

Chatham County 89,865 2.49 $37,752 $21,152 

Dougherty County 35,552 2.58 $30,934 $16,645 

Floyd County 34,028 2.55 $35,615 $17,808 
Houston County 40,911 2.65 $43,638 $19,515 

Lowndes County 32,654 2.61 $32,132 $16,683 

Muscogee County 69,819 2.54 $34,798 $18,262 

Richmond County 73,920 2.55 $33,086 $17,088 

Adanta Area Counties 
Bartow County 27,176 2.76 $43,660 $18,989 

Cherokee Cmmty 49,495 2.85 $60,896 $24,871 

Clayton County 82,243 2.84 $42,697 $18,079 

Cobb County 227,487 2.64 $58,289 $27,863 

DeKalb County 249,339 2.62 $49,11 7 $23,968 

Douglas County 32,822 2.78 $50,108 $21,172 
Fayette County 31 ,524 2.88 $71,227 $29,464 

Forsyth County 34,565 2.83 $68,890 $29,114 

Fulton County 321,242 2.44 $47,321 $30,003 

Gwinnett County 202,317 2.88 $60,537 $25,006 

Henry County 41 ,373 2.87 $57,309 $22,945 

Paulding County 28,089 2.89 $52,161 $19,974 

Georgia 3,006,369 2.65 $42,433 $21,154 
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1999 Median Household Income By Census Tracts 
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per capita income and median household income for the State of Georgia was 12% and 4% 

higher respectively than for Bibb County. In 1999 the per capita income and rnedian household 

income for the State of Georgia was 22% and 11% higher respectively than for Bibb County. Per 

capita and m edian household income is increasing at a faster rate for the state of Georgia than it 

is for Bibb County. TI1e incomes for the counties in the Atlanta area are increasing more rapidly 

than in tl1e smaller urbanized and rural areas of the State. See Table 1-5. 

Income distribution witlun Bibb County shows d1at d1e per capita incomes and median house

hold incomes are lower in the older urban core in and around the downtown and are higher in d1e 

surrounding suburbs and rural areas . This is a common trend tl1at .is found in most communities. 

TI1e distribution pattern in Bibb County is very similar for botl1 median household income and 

per capita income for botl1 1989 and 1999. Figure 1-1 shows only the median household income 

distribution for 1999 since ther·e is no significant difference in tl1e relative distribution of median 

household income and per capita income between 1989 (1990 Census) and 1999 (2000 Census). 

*** Insert under T able 1-2 page 6 

TI1e largest percentage increases in population were in the categories tl1at consists m ainly of 

Asians and Hispanics. While tl1e increase in numbers is not d1at high, d1e percentage increase 

certainly is. In Jones County, tlus was an increase of 313 or an increase of 368.2%. In Bibb 

County, tlus was an increase o f 3,920 or and an increase of 262.1 %. Tlus is a trend d1at demogra

phers have predicted will continue for quite some time. See Table 1-1. 

In age categories between 21 to 34 from tl1e 1990 Census to tl1e 2000 Census, Bibb County lost 

4,449 persons (a 13.2% decrease), tl1e City of Macon lost 5,231 persons (a 21.7% decrease) while 

the unincorporated Bibb County gained 782 persons (a 7.8% increase) and tl1e State of G eorgia 

gained 177,983 persons (an 11.2% increase) . See Table 1-3. 

Tius is not only a percentage loss, but is a loss in actual numbers as well. In 1990 in the age cate

gmy 15 to 19, tl1ere were 11 ,707 persons in Bibb County and 8,392 persons in the City of Macon. 

In 2000 in the age categmy 25 to 29, there were 10,943 persons (a 6.5% decrease) in Bibb County 
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and 7,028 persons (a 16.3% decrease) in the City of Macon. TI1ere is a serious out migration of the 

young adults. Many appear to be moving to the Atlanta area. See Table 1-4. 



CHAPTER 2 -Economic Development 

Introduction 

In mder to phm for fnhue growth, an understanding of the local economy is important. This section will 

discuss the major employers, labor fmce, and od1er resomces that comprise d1e local economy. In addition, a dis

cussion of fnhlfe economic trends will be presented. As a result of dus information, better conclusions can be 

reached regarding d1e economic growd1 of d1e community. 

E conomic Base 

An analysis of the employment sectors by indus tty is impmtant in evaluating the economy of Macon/ Bibb 

Co. Tlus analysis will show .if there is a specific sector of the economy on wluch the commll1uty .is dependent. 

Table 2-1 below shows the employment levels by .industty sectm fm Macon/ Bibb Co. from 1980- 2000. Fm tlus 

section , the 2000 data is used as the base year and represents the most cmrent figures unless od1e1wise indicated. 

TABLE 2-1 
EMPLOYMENT BY INDUSTRY FOR MACON/BIBB CO. 

INDUSTRY ~980 ~990 2000 

Agriculture, Forestty, Fishing, hunting & mining D77 ~29 b01 

Consttuction ~,839 ~,518 3,698 

Manufacturing 10,525 9,553 7,265 

Wholesale Trade 3,055 2,850 ~,338 

Retail Trade 10,315 11,810 7,884 

Transportation, warehousing, a11d utilities 4,709 4,708 3,072 

Information --- --- 1,468 

Finance, Insurance, & Real E state ~,475 4,755 6,077 

Professional, scientific, mgm., admin., & waste mgm.. services 1,750 2,299 4,570 

Educational, health, & social setv ices 10,198 12,723 14,468 

futs, entertainment, rec., accommodation & food setvice 2,913 682 5,251 

Other services 2,478 6,391 3,351 

Public Administration 6,416 5,536 4,479 
TOTAL 61,650 65,754 64,422 

Source: Georgia Dept. of Community Affairs 



According to the data in Table 2-1, the largest employment sector in 2000 was the education, health and 

social services in.dustty which employed 14,468 workers or 22.5% of the total employment. The next largest em

ployers were in the retail trade followed by the manufacturing sector. In terms of trends, the education, health and 

social services indust:ty e.'\:perienced the largest gain irt employment with an increase of 4,270 jobs from 1980 thru 

2000. H owever, there were signi1:1cant decreases in the manufacturing and retail trade sectors over tllis time pe

riod. 

In T able 2-2 below, employment by industty .is shown for the state of Georgia and tl1e entire country from 

1990 tlm.1 2000. For both the state and the nation in 2000, tl1e largest industry in terms of employment was tl1e 

education, health, & social services sector which was sinlilar to the Macon/Bibb Co. economy. This industry also 

experienced a significant increase in employment from 1990 tlm.1 2000 in botl1 tl1e state and nation which was also 

ret1ected in the employment data for Macon/Bibb County. Subsequently, tl1e employment figures show a sub

stantial decrease in tl1e manufacturing and retail trade sectors for the state and nation which was also comparable 

to the local economy. 

TABLE 2-2 
EMPLOYMENT BY INDUSTRY FOR GEORGIA AND U .S.A. 1990-2000 

Category 1990 2000 1990 2000 
GA GA USA USA 

!Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing, hw1ting & mining 82,537 53,201 3,838,795 2,426,053 

Construction 214,359 304,710 7,214,763 8,801,507 

Manufacturing 585,423 568,830 ~0,462,078 18,286,005 

Wholesale Trade 156,838 148,026 5,071,026 4,666,757 

Retail Trade 508,861 459,548 19,485,666 15,221,716 

Transpmtation, warehousing, and utilities 263,419 231,304 8,205,062 6,740,102 

Information --- 135,496 ---- 3,996,564 

Finance, Insurance, & Real Estate 201,422 251,240 7,984,870 8,934,972 

IProf.,scientific,mgm.,admin. ,& waste mgm. setvices 151,096 362,414 9,246,158 12,061,865 

Educational, health, & social services 461,307 675,593 19,316,187 25,843,029 

IA.tts, entettainment., rec., accomm. & food setvices 31,911 274,437 1,636,460 10,210,295 

Other setvices 266,053 181,829 7,682,060 6,320,632 

Public Administration 167,050 193,128 5,538,077 6,212,015 

TOTAL 3,090,276 3,839,756 115,681,202 129,721,512 

Source: Georgia D ept. of Commumty Affa1rs & U.S. Census Bureau 
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Labor Force 

In. this section the characteristics of the local labor force are analyzed. In Table 2-3, the employment status 

of the labor force is shown from 1990 to 2000. The total labor force decreased from 1990 to 2000 even though 

the total population actually increased. The number of males in the labor force decreased significat1tly during the 

decade in the amount of 1,780 or 5% of the total. Subsequently, tl1e number of females in tl1e work force increased 

in the amow1t of 640 or 2% of the total. In 2000, tl1e female work force comprised tl1e majority (51%) of tl1e total 

work force. Overall, tl1e local economy remains strong. TI1e unemployment rate was only 4.5% in 2000 which was 

close to tl1e 1990 level shown in Table 2-3. 

TABLE 2-3 
EMPLOYMENT STATUS 1990-2000 

CATEGORY 

Total Population 

n Labor Force 

Not In Labor Force 

Civilian Labor Force 

n Armed Forces 

Total Males 

Males In Labor Force 

Males Not In Labor Force 

Male Civilian Labor Force 

Males in Armed Forces 

Total Females 

Females In Labor Force 
Females Not In Labor Force 
Female Civilian Labor Force 

Females in Armed Forces 

Unemployment% (total) 

Source: Georgia D ept. of Community Affairs 

1990 2000 

114,367 117,052 

71,076 69,936 

43,291 47,116 

70,687 69,676 

389 260 

51,667 52,151 

36,197 34,417 

15,470 17,734 

35,861 34,199 

336 218 

62,700 64,901 

34,879 35,519 
27,821 29,382 
34,826 35,477 

53 42 

4.3% 4.5% 
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The local labor force is composed of a wide array of o ccupations. Table 2-4 on the following page shows 

the types of jobs for tl1e area labor force and tl1e number of employees in those jobs as well as the percentage. 

The two occupations witl1 tl1e most employees in Macon and Bibb County were in the health care/ social se1vices 

and government sector. l11e health care/ social scrvice area comprised 16% of the local occupations and the gov

en.unent sector constituted 13% of the total. l11e occupations witl1 the least amount of employees were in the agri

culture, fishing & forestry and the utilities sectors. E ach of tl1ese occupations had less than 1% of the total em

ployees in Macon-Bibb County. 

TABLE 2-4 
LOCAL OCCUPATIONS 

OCCUPATION #EMPLOYEES 

Professional, Technical services 2,422 

Management: co./ ente1prises 1,496 

~holesale Trade 2,688 

Retail Trade 11,161 

lrranspmtation & Watehousing 2,639 

~nformation 2,026 

Finance/Insurance 6,384 

Real E state 1,436 

!Administration & waste services 6,377 

Educational services 2,287 

H ealth care & social setvices 13,927 

!Art, entertainment, & recreation 471 

!Accommodation/ Food Se1v ice 7,220 

Other or Unclassified 2,350 

!Agriculture, forestry & fishing 152 

Governrr1e11t 11,332 

Construction 3,304 

Manufacturing 8,490 

!Utilities 269 

Source: Georgia D ept. of Labor 2004 

Yo OF TOTAL 

3% 

2% 

3% 

13% 

3% 

2% 

7% 

2% 

7% 

3% 

16% 

.5% 

8% 

3% 

.2% 

13% 

4% 

10% 

.3% 



In terms of income, the annual per capita income on the local level for 2000 was $19,058 as shown in T a

ble 2-5. The per capita income more than tripled iu the time period from 1980 to 2000. In Macon-Bibb County, 

there are various categories of personal income that exist. Table 2-6 presents tl1e total amount for each personal 

income category as well as the percentage amount for households. The percentage amount of salary income for 

households remained close for the time period from 1990 tluu 2000. 

TABLE 2-5 
LOCAL PER CAPITA INCOME 

CATEGORY ~980 1990 2000 
Per Capita Income 6,095 13,017 19,058 

Source Georgia Dept. of Community Affairs 

TABLE 2-6 
PERSONAL INCOME BY TYPE 

1990 
TYPE OF INCOME 

0/o 

lfotal salary income for households ~ 1,420,467,364 74% 

lfotal other types of income for households $ 24,513,479 1% 

lfotal self employment income for house- $1 17,733,762 6% 
1.olds 

lfotal interest, dividends, or net rental in- $132,521,318 7% 
come 
If otal social security income for households $107,643,863 6% 

lfotal public assistance income for house- $22,206,244 1% 
1olds 

rr otal retirement income for households $102,396,567 5% 

ifOTAL $1,927,482,597 100% 

Source: Georgia D ept. of Community .Affairs 

2000 o;o 

$ 2,120,905,100 73% 

$63,405,900 2% 

$14 7,368,200 5% 

$169,127,700 6% 

$162,770,500 6% 

$26,242,000 1% 

$201,406,400 7% 

$2,891,225,800 100% 

The commuting patterns of a municipality are important in regards to job availability, land use patterns, 

traft!c capacity, an.d overall growtl1. Macon-Bibb County is tl1e employment center for tl1e Middle Georgia region. 

The majority of tl1e workforce in the county also resides in tl1e county. This is important for a community because 

of the economic impact that members of tl1e workforce have in terms of money tl1at is kept in tl1e local area. 
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Table 2-7 contains the statistics on commuting patterns in. Bibb County. In the year 2000, 86% of the local 

workfo.rce lived in the county as shown below. The amount of workers that reside in ti1e county actually decreased 

during ti1e time period from 1990 to 2000 as a result of ti1e migration of the labor force to areas outside of the 

county. 

TABLE 2-7 
COMMUTING PATTERNS 

EMPLOYEES 

Work in County of Residence 

Percent 

Work Outside County of Residence 

Percent 

Total 

Source: Georgia Dept. o£ Community Affairs 

Economic Resources 

1990 2000 

56,169 54,125 

87% 86% 

8,725 9,104 

13% 14% 

64,894 63,229 

In order to promote economic development, it .is .important to know what organizations exist to aid local 

industry. The following is a list of organizations ti1at are involved in promoting economic development in Macon 

& Bibb County. 

1. Macon Economic Development Commission 

2 . Macon-Bibb Co. Urban Development Authority 

3 . Greater Macon Chamber of Commerce 

4. NewTown Macon 

5. Macon-Bibb Co. Industrial Authority 

6. City of Macon Economic & Community Development D ept. 

7 . Middle Georgia Regional D evelopment Center 

8. Macon-Bibb Economic Opportunity Council 

Some of the above organizations are centrally located at ti1e Greater Macon Chamber of Commerce office 

located adjacent to the Macon Coliseum. In addition, ti1e Chamber of Commerce sponsors a number of commit

tees and programs that promote economic development in ti1e area. Macon NOW is a five year economic develop

ment program created by ti1e Greater Macon Chamber of Commerce last year. The .initiatives of the Macon NOW 
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program are: 1) Existing business retention and expansion 2) New business development 3) Develop an aware~ 

ness campaign. Tilis program will address the needs of existing businesses and help bring quality jobs and capital 

investment to the region. As a result of Macon NOW, d1ere will be better coordination between local economic 

development orgaruzations. One of the organizations involved in promoting economic development is a public~ 

private partnership. NewTown Macon was created in 1997 and is a privately organized Community Development 

Corporation. This organization is involved wid1 downtown revitalization and has developed an mban design plan 

and economic development strategy. 

There are programs in existence that are offered by d1e various organizations to promote economic devel~ 

opment. These programs are listed below. 

1. Tax Credits - TI1ere are numerous tax credits available for companies d1at exist. TI1ese tax credits exist for 

such areas as new jobs, investments, and research and development. 

2. Special Tax Schedules - This is a special discount on a compru1y's new real and personal property tax. 

3. Fli1ru1eing- Various fmanru1g alternatives exist for busli1esses such as Industrial Revenue Bonds, SBA pro~ 

grams, and d1e Revolvu>g Loan Fund. 

4. Busu1ess/ Industty Incubators - TI1e business li1eubator is a facility designed to assist busu1esses to become 

profitable during d1eir initial start up phase. 

5. Discounted Lru1d Costs -Sites d1at exist u1 Industrial Parks can be acquired at a discount. 

6. Infrastmcture Assistance- Aid in developu1g sites (.i.e. grading, roads, etc.) .is available at a reduced cost. 

Macon ru1d Bibb County have several institutions dut offer ru1 opportunity for higher education. The ma~ 

jor u1stitutions are Mercer University, Wesleyru1 College, and Macon State College. Cmrendy, 77.2% of d1e res.i~ 

dents .in Bibb Co. who are 25 years old and over have a high school degree or higher. In addition, 21 .3% who are 

25 years o ld and over have a bachelors degree or higher. 

In addition, there are education and trainli1g tools available for industty in d1e community. Employees 

have access to training programs for new ru1d expandillg illdustries through d1e state of Georgia. This program is 

called Quick Start and .it provides job specific traulli1g to client compa1ues at no cost. This service is an important 

incentive for d1e recruitment of new jobs u1to d1e state. Also there .is education available for workers d1rough d1e 

Intellectual Capital Partnership Program (ICPP). This .is a program liwolv.ing local colleges u1 order to meet the 

human resource needs of busu1esses. This program provides training for employees u1 specialized areas to satisfy 

workforce requirements. On the local level, d1e Mayor's Office of Workforce Development provides job tra.inu>g 

and education to adults, dislocated workers, ru1d yond1s. The goal of this orgruuzation .is to ensure dut employers 
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have the skilled workers that are needed and to enable individuals to achieve their highest potential 

Economic Trends 

By looking at local employment projections, an w1derstanding of future economic trends can be developed 

Table 2-8 contains future employment projections by indusuy type. According to these projections, there are sev

eral industries that will experience considerable growth by the year 2030. The industry with the most significant 

increase in employment in 2030 will be in the professional, scientific, management, etc. sector of the economy with 

an estin1ated 93% increase in employment. It is also projected that there will be considerable increases in employ

ment in the arts, entertainment, recreation, etc. sector and the education/health services industry by the year 2030 

in M acon-Bibb County. However, there will be a significant decrease in employment in the manufacturing andre

tail trade areas. 

TABLE 2-8 
INDUSTRY EMPLOYMENT P ROJECTIONS 

Industry 2000 2010 2020 2030 

Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing, htmting & mining 501 263 25 0 

Construction 3,698 3,628 3,557 3,487 

Manufacturing 7,265 5,635 4,005 2,375 

\'V'holesale Trade 2,338 1,980 1,621 1,263 

Retail Trade 7,884 6,669 5,453 4,238 

Transportation, warehousing, and utilities 3,072 2,254 1,435 617 

Information 1468 NA NA NA 

Finance, Insurance, & Real Estate 6,077 6,878 7,679 8,480 

!Prof., scientific, mgm., admin., & waste mgm. services 4,570 5,980 7,390 8,800 

Educational, health, & social services 14,468 16,603 18,738 20,873 

!Arts, entertainment., rec., accomrn. & food services 5,251 6,420 7,589 8,758 

Odter services 3,351 3,788 4,224 4,661 

Public Administration 4,479 3,511 2,542 1,574 

TOTAL 64,422 65,808 67,194 68,580 

Source: Georgia Dept. of Community Affairs 
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In terms of major employers, the ten largest employers in Macon~Bibb Co. are as follows: 

1. Medical Center of Central Georgia- 4,631 employees 

2. Bibb County Board of Education- 3,700 employees 

3. Govemment Employees Insmance Company (GEICO) - 3,300 employees 

4. City of Macon- 1,635 employees 

5. Columbia Coliseum lVIedical Centers - 1,500 employees 

6. Mercer University -1,290 employees 

7. Wal Mart Super Store- 832 employees 

8. Ikon Office Solutions- 815 employees 

9. United State Postal Service- 807 employees 

10. Boeing Company- 799 employees 
Source: Greater Macon Chamber of Commerce, 2002 

In regards to new developments, .Niacon will be the location for a regional distribution and retail center for 

Bass Pro shops that will open in 2006. This development will be located at I~ 75 & Bass Rd. and will serve as a 

catalyst for additional retail development in this area. Subsequently, tlus could potentially result in d1e overall crea~ 

tion of up to 1,000 new jobs for Macon and Bibb County. 

Unfortunately, in the past decade Macon~ Bibb County has lost a sigtuficant amount of jobs due to clos~ 

ings at YKK, GE Capital, and Keebler. The1·efore, the Chamber of Commerce in conjwJ.Ction witl1 tl1e Industrial 

Development Autl1ority and tl1e Macon E conomic D evelopment Commission has started an existing business and 

industry program. Tlus program will involve direct contact with existing companies that will result in increased 

business retention and expansion. Through increased involvement wid1 companies, barriers to success can be iden~ 

ti£.ed and more new compruues will locate to Macon~ Bibb Cow1ty. The Chamber of Commerce has a goal to con~ 

duct 200 existing business visits annually. In addition, tl1ere are plru1s to conduct an existing business and industry 

needs assessment tl1at will aid in developing a support program. Also, tl1ere are plans to develop new business in 

the area also. The Chamber of Commerce has a goal to create 4,000 new primary jobs over the next five years. 

Overall, Macon and Bibb Cow1ty has a diversified economy that can support a wide variety of industry. A 

leading consulting firm has identified Macon as ru1 especially ideal location for the following types of industry: 1) 

Aerospace 2) Distribution 3) High end back office. Wid1 a concentrated effort, tl1e local economy can continue to 

grow. 
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CHAPTER3 

Housing 

Introduction 

TI1e Housing element provides local governments the opportunity to .invent01y the existing housing stock and 

its condition, occupancy and affordability characteristics. TI-lls element also helps to assess its adequacy and 

suitability for se1ving current and future population and economic development needs. Once an invent01y is 

completed a commmuty may begin to articulate community housing goals; and to formulate an associated im

plementation pmgram for adequate pmvision of housing for all sectors of the population. 

The Population element ofthe Comprehensive Plan tends to have the greatest impact on the conclusions d1at 

will be reached on the needs of housing in Bibb County as a whole in the years to come. While the population 

changes of the past and future are important indicators of the future needs of housing; equal attention must 

be given to issues such as existing housing conditions, age and cost. 

Tius element will explore these issues as they relate to the housing stocks of the City of Macon, Payne City, 

unincorporated Bibb County and Bibb County as a whole. Included within this element will be conclusions 

on where the housing sock currently is expected to be in tl1e future and recommendations will be made for 

fuhue actions to help facilitate appropriate housing gmwtl1. 

Inventory of Existing Conditions 

Tius section will pmvide a description of the existing, and lustorical trends in housing along witl1 pmviding 

information on future housing demand. Trend data will be based upon t1gmes obtained fmm the 1980, 1990, 

and 2000 U.S. Census and data pmvided by the Georgia Department of Commruuty Affairs (DCA). In some 

cases housing data will be supplemented with data fmm complimentary sh1dies. 
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Housing Characteristics 

Housing Stock Description 

Bibb County. Table 3-1 provides an analysis of the housing units in all of Bibb County from 1980 

to 2005. Throughout the 25 year timeframe, single-family conventionally 

Table 3-1 
Total Housing Trends for Bibb County 1980 to 2005 

1980 

Type of Structure 

Single Family D etached 38,170 

Single Family Attached 2,027 

Duplex 4,345 

Multi-Family Units 9760 

Mobile Homes 1,266 

Other** 0 

Total Housing Units 55,568 

Sources: 
Characteristics, 1980 U.S. Census Bureau 
tion and Housing, Summ ary Population and Housing Characteristics, Georgia 
2000 Summary File 3 (SF 3) 
nity Affairs. Original source was the Bureau of the Census (SF3) 
**O ther is defined as seasonal or migrant housing units 
***111is figure is derived from 1990 to 2005 data. 

1990 

39,794 

1,539 

5,105 

12,228 

2,111 

685 

61,462 

2000 2005* 1980 to 2005 % Change 

43,737 45,129 18% 

1,991 1,982 -2 

4,574 4,631 7% 

14,669 15,896 63% 

2,205 2,440 93% 

18 23 -97%*** 

67,194 70,101 26% 

Se.neral H ousing 
1990 U.S. Census of Popula-

2000 U.S. Census of Population, Census 
"'E stimate provided by the Georgia D epartment of Commu

Notes: 

built detached housing milts remained to be the dominant housing type in. Bibb County. Figure 3-1 indi

cates that in 1980 tlus housing type made up approximately 70 % of all housing types in the county. How

ever, from 1980 to 2005 there has been a slight de-

cline in this type of housing. Attached single-family 

housing remained to make up a small percentage of 

the total housing stock in the county along with j 

duplexes and mobile homes. During this time 

80 

70 

60 .. s 50 

@ 40 .. 
0. 30 

20 

frame multi-family housing uruts have increased. In •o 

1980 1990 2000 1980 multi-fanllly family housing units made up 

approximately 18 percent of all h ousing types. 
aS ingle Family (delached) a Single Family (altached) oDuplex 

c Other • Multi-Family • Mobile Home 

2005 

From 1980 to 2005 the percentage that multi-family housil1g milts made up in tl1e county .increased by 5 

percent to 23 percent. 
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City of Macon. T11.e composition of housing in the City of Macon is very similar to the housing 

composition discussed in relation to Bibb County as a whole. This is due to the fact that the City of Macon 

contains about 63 percent of the housing stock in the county. 

Table 3-2 
City of Macon Housing Trends 1980 to 2005 

1980 1990 2000 2005* 

Type of Structure 

Single Family D etached 28,805 27,833 27,567 27,258 

Single Family Attached 1,912 1,133 1,432 1,312 

Duplex* 4,219 4,969 4,336 4,365 

Multi-Family Units (Apts) 9,230 10,653 10,788 11,177 

Mobile Homes 218 329 334 363 

Other** 0 582 18 23 

Total H ousing Units 44,384 45,499 44,475 44,498 

Sources: 
General H ousing Characteristics, 1980 U .S. Census Bureau 
1990 U.S. Ceusus of Population and Housing, Summaq Population and Housing Characteristics, Georgia 
2000 U.S. Ceusus of Population, Census 2000 Summary File 3 (SF 3) 

1980 to 2005 
Change 

-5% 

-31 

3% 

21% 

67% 

-96%*** 

.25% 

*Estimate provided by the Georgia D epartment of Community Affairs. Original source was the Bureau of the Ceusus (SF3) 
Notes: 
**Other is defined as seasonal or migrant housing units 
***Tius figure is derived from 1990 to 2005 data. 

% 

Figure 3-2 indicates that single family detached housing has historically been the dominant form of housing 

in the City of Macon since 1980 and is expected 

to continue to be in the future. Single family de

tached housing made up approximately 65% of 

the housing stock in the City of Macon in 1980. 

This percentage decreased slightly to 61% in 

2005. Multi-family developments have increased 

from about 21% in 1980 to about 25% in 2005. 

Macon has the highest percentage of multi-

family developments in the county. This is not 

Figure 3-2 
City of Macon Housing Type Distribution 1980 to 2005 
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L-------------------------------------------------~ 

surprising due to 11Iacon being urban in character. The other types of housing units have remained faidy 

constant dming tlus time frame. 

Payne City. A brief histoty of this city is appropriate in order to better m1.derstand its muqueness in Bibb 

County in terms of its size and population. Figure 3-3 on tl1e following page displays Payne City in relation 
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to the City of Macon and Bibb County. The following historical abstract is taken from, "Payne City, 

1919 - 1989: TI1.e Fixst 70 Yearsl". 

The area of Bibb County known as P ayne City was founded by owners and employees of the Payne Cotton 

Ivlill, which was a subsidiary of the Bibb Manufacturing Company of Macon, Georgia. Families working at 

the textile mill built houses near d1e plant. In 1919 P ayne City was officially incorporated as a city. Over d1.e 

years as d1.e textile industry in Bibb County began to wane; d1.ere were unsuccessful attempts by d1.e City of 

Macon to incmporate dus roughly 27 acre city in 19 50, 1958, and again in 1968. Today d1.e City of Macon still 

completely surrounds dus sovereign City of Georgia. 

There is a limited amount of published demographic data available on P ayne City because of its small size in 

population and land area. Due to dus 

Payne City will be grouped into data rep

resen ting unincorporated Bibb County 

unless othetwise stated . However, basic 

housing count data from dte 1990 and 

2000 censuses was available. Table 3-3 

indicates that single family structures are 

the dominant housing types in the city. 

The table also indicates d1.at there has 

been a decrease in the amount of hous-

ing, particularly in the number of du

plexes. Overall, d1.e amount of housing 

has decreased 9% from 1990 to 2000. 

Table 3-3 
Payne City Housing Trends 1990 to 2000 

1990 2000 1990 to 2000 
% Change 

Type of Structure 

Single Family Detached 78 80 3% 
Including Mobile Homes 
Duplex 14 7 -50% 

Multi-Family Units (Apts) 5 6 20% 

Other* 5 0 

Total Housing Units 102 93 -9% 

Somces: 
1990 U.S. Census of Population and Housing, Smnmary Population and H ousing 
Characteristics, Georgia 
2000 U .S. Census of Population, Census 2000 Summ aty File 3 (SF 3) 
Notes: 
*Other is defined as seasonal or migrant housing units 

1Pollard, Jack: Payne City, 1919-1989, The First Seventy Years, 
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Unincorporated Bibb County. Unincorporated Bibb County includes all tl1e areas of the county outside tl1e 

City of Macon. TI1e data presented in this section also excludes Payne City. Much of tl1e unincorporated areas 

are suburban to mral in character, tl1e1·efore; 

Table 3-4 
Housing Trends for Unincorporated Bibb County 1980 to 2005 

1980 1990 2000 2005* 1980 to 2005 %Change 
Type of Structure 

Single Family Detached 9,365 11,961 16,170 

Single Family Attached 115 406 559 
Duplex 126 136 238 
Multi-Family Units (Apts) 530 1,575 3,881 
Mobile Homes 1,048 1,782 1,871 

Other** 0 98 0 

Total Housing Units 11 ,184 15,963 22,719 
Sources: 
General H o using Characteristics, 1980 U .S. Census Bureau 
1990 U.S. Census o f Population and H ousing, Surnmary Population and H ousing Characteristics, Georgia 
2000 U .S. Census of Population, Census 2000 Summary File 3 (SF 3) 

17,871 

670 
266 

4,718 
2,077 

0 

25,602 

*E stimate provided by the Georgia D epartment of Community Affairs. Original source was the Bureau of the Census (SF3) 
Notes: 
**Other is defined as seasonal or migrant housing units 

91% 
483% 
111% 
790% 
98% 

129% 

It is not surprising that tl1e predominant housing type would be single family detached. The unincorporated 

area of the county has the highest percentage of single family detached housing. In 1980 single family detached 

comprised approximately 84 percent of all hous-
Figure 3-4 

Unin corporated Bibb County Housing Type 
Distrib utio n 1980 to 2005 

ing in tl1e unincorporated area of the county. 

Over the years tl1e percentage of single fanlily 

detached housing has been on the decline. In 

2005 single family detached housing was esti

mated to make up 70 percent of all housing 

types. This is still quite a significant share of the 

total housing stock but a reduction none tl1e 

less. Multifamily developments increased from 

5% in 1980 to 15% in 2005. TI1e unincorporated 
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area not surprisingly has tl1e highest percentage of rnobile homes. 

2005 
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Housing Conditions and Age 

Housing Conditions. TI1e following will focus on the conditions of the housing stock currently 

occupied by residents of Bibb County. For comparison, the conditions of tl1e housing stocks for the Macon 

MSA2 and tl1e State of Georgia are provided. TI1e factors that will be examined to assist in defining housing 

conditions will be: (1) provision or lack of plumbing facilities and (2) provision or lack of kitchen facilities . 

These two factors are vety basic and minimum standards to judge the condition of the housing stock in 

Bibb County. 

Table 3-5 below displays the percentage of housing units tl1at lack plumbing and kitchen facilities. Accord

ing to tl1e table tl1e housing stock of Bibb County and its municipalities appear to be in line witl1 regional 

and state levels, in regards to having complete plumbing and kitchen facilities. 

Table 3-5 
Housing Conditions By Presence of Plumbing and Kitchen Facilities 

Bibb City of Macon Payne City Unincorporated Macon State of Georgia 
County Bibb County MSA 

Plumbing Facilities 

Total Housing Units 67,194 44,475 93 22,626 134,359 3,281,737 

Complete Plumbing Facili- 66,486 43,826 93 22,567 133,057 3,252,197 
ties 99% 99% 100% 99% 99% 99% 
/ Percentage 

Lacking Complete Plumbing 708 649 0 59 1,302 29,540 
Facilities 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 
/ Percentage 

Kitchen Facilities 

Total Housing Units 67,194 44,475 93 22,626 134,359 3,281,737 

Complete Kitchen Facilities 66,237 43,567 93 22,577 132,768 3,250,020 
/ Percentage 98% 98% 100% 99% 98% 99% 

Lacking Complete Kitchen 957 908 0 49 1,591 31 ,717 
Facilities 2% 2% 1% 2% 1% 
/ Percenta e 
Source:2000 U.S. Census, Summru:y File (SF 3) 

2J'he Macon Metropolitan Statistical Area consists of Bibb, Houston, Peach, Twiggs, and Jones com1ties. 
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Tenure. This section will examine the tenure relationship of housing units in Bibb County. Tenure data on 

the regional and state levels will be provided to offer a relative comparison with Bibb County. L1 general ten

ure is defined as the condition o f a housing unit in terms of the status o f it being owned or rented by the pri-

mary occupant(s). 

Table 3-6 
Ownership/ Renter Ratios of Occupied Housing Units 

Owner Occupied 

1980 % Owner 1990 0/o Ow ner 2000 % Owner 

Bibb County 31,131 59 32,442 58 35,086 59 

City of Macon 22,381 53 20,441 50 19,277 so 
Payne City n / a n/a 62 61 47 55 

Uni.nc01porated Bibb 8,750 83 11,939 79 15,762 75 

Macon 11SA 54,979 64 64,598 63 79,479 65 

State of Georgia 1,216,459 65 1,536,829 65 2,029,293 67 

Renter Occupied 

1980 % Renter 1990 % R enter 2000 % Renter 

Bibb County 21,449 41 23,865 42 24,581 41 

City of Macon 19,664 47 20,730 so 19,336 so 
Payne City n / a n / a 40 39 39 45 

Unincorporated Bibb 1,78S 17 3,095 21 S,206 25 

Macon MSA 31,192 36 38,S84 37 42,026 3S 

State of Georgia 6S5,193 3S 829,786 35 977,076 33 

Sources: General Housing Characteristics. 1980 U.S. Census Bureau 
1990 U.S. Census of Population and Housing, Smnmary Population and Housing Characteristics. Georgia 
2000 U.S. Cen.sus of Population, Census 2000 Summary File 3 (SF 3 

Bibb County as whole h as historically had a lower percentage of homeowners than the region and the state. 

During that same time period the City of Macon decreased in the percentage of home owners from 53% in 

1980 to 50% in 2000. Unincorporated Bibb County experienced a more drastic decrease in the percentage of 

home owners during this time period d1ru1 the City of Macon, the region and d1e state. In 1980 unincorpo

rated Bibb County had ru1 83% homeownership rate; however, this rate decreased by 8% to 7S% in 2000. 

Figure 3-5 illustrates home ownership percentages by 2000 U.S. Census Tracts. 
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Bibb County Home Ownership By Census Tracts Figure 3-5 

.___ __ __, Feet 
0 3,000 6,000 12,000 

Census Tracts 
Pecentage of Home Owners 

O o - 22 

D 23 -43 

D 44-55 

D 56-73 

D 74 - 94 

~Miles 
0 1 2 4 6 

1-rj 
~· 

~------------------------------------------------------------~~------------------~~ 
t:: 
~ 
~ 

~ 
I 

t.l1 



The housing unit analysis section gives some explanation to the trends in home ownership exhibited by d1e 

City of Macon and unin.corporated Bibb County. The historic housing distribution percentages of unincmpo

rated Bibb County indicated d1at there has been a steady increase in multi-family housing for d1e past 20 

years. This type of housing is usually renter oriented . D uring this same time frame, d1e distribution percent

ages remained relatively stagnant for d1e City of Macon. It is most likely d1at d1ere has been an increase in d1e 

conversion of owner occupied single family housing units to renter units. This would help to explain d1e low 

percentages of owners in many census tracts widun Macon. 

Vacancy Rates. According to d1e U.S. Census, a housing wut is vacant i f no one is living in it at 

the time of inventory, unless its occupants are only temporarily absent. New units not yet occupied are clas

sified as vacant housing units if constmction has reached a point where all exterior windows and doors are 

installed and final usable tloors are in place . 

Table 3-7 displays vacancy rates 

for all m1111icipalities in Bibb 

County and compares them wid1 

vacancy rates from the Macon 

MSA, and d1e State of Georgia. 

The overall vacancy rate for Bibb 

Cow1ty stands at 11%, while the 

vacancy rates for J\!Iacon, Payne 

H ousing Unit Total 

Occupied 

Vacant 

Vacancy% 

Table 3-7 
Vacancy Rates 2000 

Bibb City of Payne Unincorp 
County Macon City Bibb County 
67,194 44,475 93 22,626 

59,667 38,613 86 20,968 

7,527 5,862 7 1,658 

11 13 8 7 

Source:2000 U.S. Census, Summaty File (SF 3) 

Macon State of 
MSA Georgia 

134,359 3,281,737 

121,505 3,006,369 

12,854 275,368 

10 8 

City, and unincorporated Bibb County stand at 13%, 8%, and 7% respectively. The overall rate for Bibb 

County and d1e rate for d1e City of Macon are lugher than d1e regional and state vacancy rates. 

Figure 3-6 
The relationship d1at tenure has on vacancy rates was 

examined. Figure 3-6 examines d1e Vacancy Rates by T enure 

according to d1e 2000 U.S. Census. H ousing wuts d1at are 

classified on a for rent basis were found to have d1e highest 

vacancy rates of all tenure categories. Tlus was found to be the 

case on all geograplucallevels. Tlus analysis also revealed d1at all 

vacant housing in Payne City is classified as being in a rent to 

I Sloto of Goo.,~ Vacancy Rates By Tenure 2000 

" 
Macon MSA ~ .. 

~ , 
•• 

Unieorporated Bibb 

Payne City 

;;:,. .. City of Macon 

;;:;, .. Bibb County 

Per-centage 
a ForR ~nt 

OR ~nt..d or S o ld, NotOec upil! d 

•ForMljj lllntWoril e! li 

own status. 



It is not atypical that older central cities would have higher vacancy rates than that of the county, 1·egion or 

Abandoned Housing Complex 

state. Higher vacancy rates in central cities such as Macon many times stem 

from the presence of older dilapid ated vacant housing stock rather than new 

units that were not occupied at the time inventoty. The age of the housing 

stock will be discussed in more detail in a later section. Figure 3-7 displays the 

vacancy rates for Bibb County by 2000 U.S. Census Tracts. The figure indi

cates that the majority of vacant housing is located in Census Tracts that are 

within the City of Macon. Pictured to the left is an abandoned structure in Census Tract 112. There are Cen

sus Tracts within the City of Macon where vacancy rates are as high as 33%. However, there have been vari

ous neighborhood redevelopment efforts in the City of Macon in recent years to in£ill many neighborhoods 

where dilapidated vacant housing was once very prevalent. 

Housing Age. An additional way to assess the housing stock is to examine its age. Table 3-8 displays 

the various timeframes in which housing located in Bibb County and its 

Table 3-8 
Housing: Age 

Bibb City of Payne Unincorporated MaconMSA State of Georgia 
County Macon City Bibb County 

Total 67,194 44,475 93 22,626 134,359 3,281 ,737 

Built 1999 to March 2000 1,316 163 0 1,153 3,545 130,695 

Built 1995 to 1998 4,381 868 0 3,513 13,745 413,557 

Built 1990 to 1994 4,620 1,391 0 3,229 12,092 370,878 

Built 1980 to 1989 10,385 4,373 4 6,008 24,657 721,174 

Built 1970 to 1979 12,457 8)95 0 4,262 26,480 608,926 

Built 1960 to 1969 11,453 9,473 2 1,978 21,533 416,047 

Built 1950 to 1959 10,735 9,443 5 1,287 16,342 283,424 

Built 1940 to 1949 5,644 4,982 15 647 7,841 144,064 

Built 1939 or earlier 6,203 5,587 67 549 8,124 192,972 

Source:2000 U.S. Census, Summaty File (SF 3) 
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Bibb County Vacancy Rates By Census Tracts Figure 3-7 
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municipalities wet"e built. Fot" compat"ison put"poses, the numbet" of homes and the yeat"s in. which they wet"e 

built He pwvided fm the t"egion and tl1e State of Gemgia. 

Not smpl"isingly much of the housing stocks in tl1e City of Macon and Payne City Me ovcr 40 yeat"s old. Figme 

3-8 illustt"ates d1at tl1e median yea!" tl1at stmctmes wcre built in the Figure~ 

Median Year Structure Built 

City of Macon was 1962 and fm Payne City it was pl"im to 1939. 

These cities experienced a good pmtion if not the majority of tl1eu 

development pl"im to 1939 until about 1970. Unincmpomted Bibb 

1990 .-----------------, 

1980 

1970 

1960 

1950 

1940 

County stat"ted to expet"ience inneased development aftet" 1970 1930 

tl1crefme the housing stock is significantly newer. Figme 3-9 dis-

plays tl1e age of housing units by census tract. The map visually indi
• State of Gecx"!ja 

cates dus pattem. Due to l"elatively new gwwth in unincmporated Bibb County, Bibb County as a whole com-

pat"es well with d1e l"egion and tl1e state. 

The median yea1· that housing muts were built on d1e ]'viSA m t"egionallevel was 1975. It is lughly likely d1at in 

the next census; the median year figme willl"ise due to tl1e l"apid new housing developments in d1e City ofWat"

nel" Robins, Houston and Jones counties tl1at wet"e built aftcr tl1e 2000 Census. Anod1e1" facto!" d1at will have a 

positive growtl1 effect on new housing in the t"egion .is the successful completion of ilie Base Realignment and 

Closme (BRAC) pwcess fol" d1e Robins All Fmce Base. Tlus will likely bt"ing rome people to tl1e t"egion and 

cause a greatcr demand fol" new housing. 

Substandat"d housing is many times a function of housing age, upkeep, and various other factms. As afmemen

tioned, the oldet" housing stock is pl"imal"ily found in the mmucipalities. Twenty pcrcent of the housing stock in 

the City of Macon .is considet"ed substandard (City of Macon Consolidated Plan, 2000). Tlus means d1at about 

20% of d1e housing stock has two Ol" more major defects of pl"imaty components such as d1e (t"oof, founda

tion, a11d etc.) or one nitical defect of and two majm defects of pt"imaq components or one that is detet"io

mted or dilapidated. 



Age of Housing in Bibb County by Census Tract Figure 3-9 
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Cost of Housing. Table 3-9 displays what the m edian costs are for both owner and renter occu

pied housing units from 1980 to 2000. Bibb County as a whole maintained higher 

Table 3-9 
H ousing Cost 1980 to 2000 

1980 1990 

Bibb County 

Median Propetty Value $32,300 $57,300 

Median Gross Rent $118 $352 

City of Macon 
Median Property Value $32,700 $48,700 

Median Gross Rent $163 $336 

Payne City 

Median Property Value n/a $20,900 

Median Gross Rent n /a $350 

Unincorporated Bibb 
Median Home Value n/a $67,076 
Median Gross Rent n/a $455 

MaconMSA 
Median Property Value $33,700 $59,300 

Median Gross Rent $163 $364 

State of Georgia 
Median Propetty Value $36,900 $70,700 

Median Gross Rent $153 $433 

Sources: Sources: General H ousing Characteristics, 1980 U.S. Census Bureau 
1990 U.S. Census of Population and H ousing, Summary Population and Housing Characteristics, Georgia 
2000 U.S. Census of Population. Census 2000 Summary File 3 (SF 3 

median property values than what was obsetved in the municipalities. 

TI-lls is supported by higher housing costs in the Uluncotporated area. 

Over the past 20 years, the median costs for shelter have been slightly 

below regio nal and levels but significantly lower than State levels. 

Also tl1e percent increases in costs have lagged bel-lind regional and 

State levels. 

Figure 3-11 
TI1e purchase pnce for a home 
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Figu re 3-10 
Increase In Hou sing Cost 1990 to 2000 
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chase prices for property are usually higher than actual values. The 

average home purchase price in 2000 was sigtuficantly lower than the 

State average. Tllis continued to be tl1e case in 2002. 
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Cost Burden. Altl1ough the overall housing costs in Bibb County appear to be affordable and are more 

affordable tl1an tl1e state average; true affordability is measured against a households ability pay for a mort

gage or reutal costs. This section will analyze tl1e extent to which owner and renter households are cost bur

dened . A household is considered to be cost burdened if tl1ey are paying more tl1an 30% of their income for 

housing. A person or ho usehold is considered to be severely cost burdened if tl1ey pay more tl1an SO% of 

tl1eu: income for housing. F or comparison purposes, data is included for tl1e region and State. 

Table 3-10 
Cost Burdened Comparison 

Rental Units 

Jurisdiction 30% to 49% 50% and Over 

Payne City 10% 3% 

City o f Macon 18% 21% 

Bibb County 18% 19% 

Macon MSA 17% 17% 

Georgia 19% 16% 

Source: 2000 U.S. Bureau of d1.e Census file SF3 

Owner Occupied 

30% to 49% 50% and Over 

6% 

12% 

12% 

12% 

13% 

15% 

9% 

8% 

7% 

7% 

T able 3-10 indicates tl1at tl1e household cost burden in Bibb County and its municipalities is comparable to 

regional and state levels. There appears to be a slightly higher cost burden for tl1e renters in tl1e City of 

Macon. Tllis may indicate a need for additional housing subsidies programs for certain renters. Tllis analysis 

also reveals that renters generally tend to be at a lligher cost burden tl1an home owners. Suggested strate

gies to alleviate cost burden will be discussed in latter sections. 
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Community Characteristics and Housing 

Population .is the primary factor diat has an effect on housing demand. However, .it .is veq .important to have 

an understanding on many specific characteristics of the population to adequately plan for the demand for 

housing. Once characteristics such as the age of die population, die available income of the population, and 

the special needs of the population ru·e examined a more detailed needs analysis can be formulated. 

Age Distribution. The age of the population and how .it .is distributed has a bearing on the housing 

demand and the demand for specific types of housing. In general terms, die typical new first time home 

buyer will be in die 25 to 44 year age group. This age group generates the highest dema11d for housing. T able 

3-11 displays the population by age distribution in Bibb County from 1980 to 2025. 

Table 3-11 
Bibb County Population by Age 1980 to 2025 

1980 1990 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 

0-4 Years Old 11 ,100 11,341 11 ,434 11,518 11 ,601 11 ,685 11,768 11,852 

5-13 Years Old 21,912 21,842 23,060 23,347 23,634 23,921 24,208 24,495 

14-17 Years Old 11 ,037 6,680 6,386 5,223 4,061 2,898 1,735 572 

18-20 Years Old 8,592 7,356 7,305 6,983 6,662 6,340 6,018 5,696 

21-24 Years Old 11 ,055 8,897 8,193 7,478 6,762 6,047 5,331 4,616 

25-34 Years Old 24,308 25,046 21,301 20,549 19,798 19,046 18,294 17,542 

35-44 Years Old 16,033 21 ,950 23,257 25,063 26,869 28,675 30,481 32,287 

45-54 Years Old 15,351 14,541 20,419 21,686 22,953 24,220 25,487 26,754 

55-64 Years Old 14,720 12,994 12,912 12,460 12,008 11,556 11,104 10,652 

65 and Over 16,148 19,320 19,620 20,488 21,356 22,224 23,092 23,960 

Source: Georgia Department of Community Affairs . 

Figure 3-12 provides a means by which to better analyze the age distribution of the population .information 

provided in the table above. Figure 3-12 d.isaggregates the 

typical new home buyer age group .into two sub groups: 

1) 25 to 34 and 2) 35 to 44. The 25 to 34 subgroup h as 

been .in decline since 1980 and is expected to continue to 

do so. However, die 35 to 44 subgroup has shown a 

steady .increase and .is expected to continue to increase 

into the future. The 25 to 44 year age made up about 

20% 
10% 

0% 
1980 

oo t.o 4 

c25 to 34 

Figure 3-12 
Population By Age 1980 to 2025 
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30% of the population in 2000. Tius percentage share of the population is expected to be maintain.ed at least 

until 2025. TI1erefore it is expected that a steady demand for housing in d1e future will exist. 

Available Income. When assessing where the future of housing will be, it is necessary to look at com

ponents of dte local economy. TI1e health and vitality of the economic sector has a direct impact on d1e de

mand for housing. Good wages can enable persons to purchase o.r lease housing. 

T able 3-12 chronicles the growth of average wages in Bibb County over a du·ee year period from 2001 to 2003. 

Data on d1e regional and state level is ---------------:T:::-a-:b-:1-e-:3:-_1~2:--------------
also included for comparison purposes. ----------=-c::-:A::-:v_er_a-"g,_e_W=-=-=ag~e-s _o_f"-J o-:b:-:s-::-:-20_0_1_t_o_2_0_0-=3=-----==-----

2001 2002 2003 Percent Change 
In 2001 the average wage in Bibb 

Bibb County 
Cotmty was $30,647. TI1is average 

MaconMSA 

$30,647 

$30,109 

$31,843 $31,662 

$31,307 $31,259 
wage was about $4,500 lower than d1e 

State of Georgia $35,136 $35,734 $36,626 

2001 to 2003 
3% 

4% 

4% 

state average but slightly lugher d1an 5 u 5 D rtm t fL b B fL b Sta · · ource: . epa en o a or, ureau o a or llStlcs 

the regional average. The average wage 

for Bibb County has grown by 3 percent since 2001. Bibb County continued to have a lugher average wage 

than d1e region but grew at a slower growtl1 rate. Bibb County's position as the central economic county in d1e 

region is expected to continue. 

T able 3-13 supports the notion of Bibb County being a destination for employment. The total number of per

sons coming into the county to work has increased by 25% from 1990 to 2000. The significance tlus may have 

on tl1e housing market is that it buttresses d1e notion that Bibb County is an economic attractant for tl1e region 

and therefore presents potential opportunities for new housing to accommodate workers. 

Table 3-13 
Bibb County D aytime P opulation 

Daytime population .inside county 

Number of people leaving the county during the day to work 

Number of people coming .into the county during the day to work 

Total number of workers during the day 

Source: Georgia Department of Commmtity Affairs. Original source was the Bureau of the Census (SFJ 

1990 

166,143 

8,370 

24,546 

80,715 

2000 %Change 

175,922 6% 

8,761 5% 

30,796 25% 

84,921 5% 



Household Size. Household size can have an affect on the demand on housing in terms of type and 

sizes of housing units. The term household is used to describe all persons living within a housing mut. There 

are two types of household which are family and non-family households. Family households are generally com

posed of a married couple witl1 or witl10ut children. A non-family household may be a cohabitation arrange

ment witl1 persons that are not related. Family and non-family households may have different housing needs. 

T able 3-14 displays data that reflects bod1 family and non-family households combined in Bibb County. D ata 

from the State of Georgia is .included for comparison purposes. 

Table 3-14 
Household Size, 1990-2000 

Bibb County State of Georgia 

#of % % Change #of 
Households 1990-2000 H ouseholds 2000 

2000 
Total Households 59,667 100 6 3,006,369 

1-person 16,834 28.2 13 710,523 

2-person 18,982 31.8 10 963,782 

3-person 10,548 17.7 3 550,858 

4-person 7,895 13.2 4 460,639 

5-person 3,378 5.7 -5 199,642 

6-person 1,209 2 -7 72,511 

7 or more 821 1.4 -5 48,414 

Average H ousehold Size 
*2.67 / 2.49 *2.73/ 2.69 

Sources: 1990 U.S. Census of Population and H ousing, Summary Population an d Housing Characteristics, Georgia 
2000 U.S. Census of Population, Census 2000 Summ ary File 3 (SF 3 
* Represents 1990 Average H ousehold Size 

% %Change 
1990 - 2000 

100 27 

23.6 32.1 

32.1 29.8 

18.3 20.3 

15.3 20.2 

6.6 27.5 

2.4 34.6 

1.6 38.8 

The highest percentage of households in Bibb County is 2 person households . Two person households make 

up a little more than a tlilld of all households. This is comparable to the State leveL However, 1 person house

holds experienced the fastest growth fron1 1990 to 2000 on tl1e botl1 tl1e Cow1ty and State levels. 

MB f.fau!f>&i.6 CPMtt.·PIUKr.f/1- & ~.filA {fu11,;n-,~f 3~19 . . . SHARED VISIONS 
P~ o- if Y Planning Smart Choices 



Special Needs Housing 

A comprehensive study of housing in Bibb County must include an analysis that takes into consideration indi

viduals with sp ecial needs and circumstances. The availability of housing for residents that are elderly, home

less, victims of abuse and have serious health issues to name a few, should be inventoried to assess housing 

needs in this area. Also the availability of housing for persons of low to moderate incomes will be examined in 

this section. 

Seniors and Disabled. According to the Age Distribution section, the population cohort that is over 

65 increased from 11 % of the total County population in 1980 to 13% in 2000. The estimate provided for the 

year 2005 still places the 65 years an.d over cohort at about 13% of the total population of the County. The his

toric data and estimates provided by the census offer some u1sight to the future needs as it relates to housing 

of this population. 

It is important to realize that as seniors' ability to live independently diminishes , tl1ey often need to move to 

housing that provides support services. Table 3-15 lists the various establishments and organizations d1at pro

vide housing and od1er se1vices for elderly and/ or disabled persons in Bibb County. Standard data on tl1e 

aforementioned populations is usually unavailable. The information provided in tl1e table is not an all exhaus

tive list due to d1e lack of response of various se1vice providers. 

Table 3-15 
Support Service for E lderly and Disabled Persons in Bibb County 

Organization 

Carlyle Place 

McAfee Towers 

The Gables 

Autunm Manor 

Dempsey Apartments 

Magnolia Manor 

S.E. Methodist Home for Aging 

St. Paul Village 

Vineville Christian Towers 

Clisby Towers Apartments 

MARC Resources 

Somces: Macon-Bibb County P lanning and Zoning Commission, 2005 
City of Macon Consolidated Plan, 2000 

Category 

Elderly 

Elderly / Disabled 

Elderly 

Elderly / Disabled 

Elderly / Disabled 

Elderly 

Elderly 

Elderly 

Elderly 

Elderly 

Disabled 

Number of Units 

306 

199 

80 

24 

194 

120 

24 

48 

196 

52 

46 



The majority of the establishments and organizations listed in the table cater to the elderly. Most of the estab

lishments are privately held but there are a few that are publicly held an.d operated. A range of congregate and 

group care housing options for seniors exists in the County offet~ng vat~ous levels of support and senrices. 

Acute Care. Acute care includes nursing homes, hospices and other special care facilities. Bibb County has ten 

privately owned nursing home facilities with over 1,300 beds available. 

Congregate Assisted Living. Congregate assisted living units are generally rental or condominium apartments 

that do not have full kitchens. Residents have a meal plan and bod1 health and daily living support services. 

Bibb County has over eight privately and semi privately owned facilities. 

Retirement Communities. Retirement communities are generally apartments or traditional stick built housing 

structure communities specifically designed for seniors. They offer special care for seniors while also offering 

independence. There are d1ree retirement communities in Bibb County. 

Other Special Needs Persons in Bibb County 

H omeless Persons 

No standard tally exists concerning the number of homeless in a locality. Quanti!Jing the homeless has not 

been an easy task. The Census Bureau has determined that it is impossible to accurately count homeless peo

ple who live outside traditional shelters (Georgia D epartment of Corrununity Affairs, 2005). This population 

has generally not been specifically planned for in the past. 

According to d1e U .S. Conference of Mayors 16th "Status Report on Hunger and Homelessness in American 

Cities" Some of the causes ofhomelessness were cited to be caused due to the lack of affordable housing, sub

stance abuse, mental illness, domestic violence, poverty, low paying jobs, and changes in public assistance. The 

U.S . Conference of Mayors also stated that nearly every city reported that the lack of affordable housing as the 

primary cause of homelessness. 

In Bibb Cmll1ty d1ere are various organizations that provide temporaty housing or shelter for homeless per

sons. One of d1e largest providers of sh elter for homeless persons is the Salvation Army. In addition , there are 

many religious organizations that provide shelter and outreach setvices to homeless in the Bibb County. 



Victims of Abuse 

D omestic violence is a ve1y common form of abuse. D omestic violence smvivors can have trouble Ending 

housing since they may have poor credit, rental, and employment histories due to abuse. D omestic violence 

appears to increase as household income decreases. In 2000 there were 1,082 incidences of dom estic violence 

reported by police in Bibb County. 

Many times domestic violence survivors can End themselves homeless. One of the primary organizations that 

provide temporary housing for persons in this situation is d1e Macon Rescue Mission. There are various 

other private organizations such as church affiliated organizations that provide similar se1vices. 

Substance Abuse 

Many times a relationship exists between chronic homelessness and substance abuse. In 2001 7,678 people or 

4.9% of d1e population of Bibb County was in need of some sort of substance abuse treatment. Locally, 

River Edge Bel1avior H eald1 Center provides se1vices for persons with substance abuse problem s. The role 

housing has on this issue .is that stable housing appears to be a key ingredient .in the successful treatment of 

addictive disorders. 

Persons L ving Wid1 AID S 

There we1·e 542 reported cases of persons wid1 AIDS in Bibb County from 1981 to 2000. By 2003 dus num

ber increased to 648 reported cases. Bibb Cow1ty had an AIDS infection rate in 2003 of 21 .4%. Tlus .is some

what lugher d1.an d1e State rate of 15.4%. The significance that the infection 1·ates have on housing is d1at 

m any times d1ese individuals are in need of specialized services due to a possible inability to work to pay 

hou sing expenses. 

Housing for Persons of Low to Mod erate Incomes 

The provision of housing and d1e dream of home ownerslup should not be out of reach to persons of low to 

moderate incom e levels. Very often, low to moderate income persons tend to be renters wid1 linuted choices. 

Persons in d1e low to moderate economic categ01y many times are under d1e impression d1.at home owner-

ship is unattainable. The physical lack of affordable housing should not be d1.e primary reason for dus im-

press10n. 

The prima1y provider of rental housing for persons of low to moderate income in Bibb County is d1e Macon 

Housing Authority (MHA). MHA operates 2,282 low rent apartment style muts. MHA also administers d1e 

Section 8 program. Tlus program allows persons o f low to moderate incomes to reside in privately owned 



residential structures by subsidizing a portion of the rental cost. These residential stmct:ures range hom apart

m ents to tradition:1.lly built stick homes. There are 2,368 units that are funded through Section 8 throughout 

Bibb County. 

T able 3-16 
Support Service for Other Special Needs Persons in Bibb County 

Organization 

Macon Rescue Mission 

Homeless Services Coordination Station 

LoaV'es and Fishes Ministries 

Friendship Ministries 

Lghthouse Ministries 

Nazared1 Home Ministries 

TI1e Yellow Ribbon H ome 

TI1e Rainbow Center 

Salvation Army 

Macon Housing Audmrity 

Category 

Homeless, abuse victims, and substance abusers. 

H omeless and near homeless service providers 

Homeless and near h omeless service providers 

Provider of shelter for persons wid1 AIDS 

Provider of shelter for recendy released prisoners 

Provides shelter for single parent women 

Provider of shelter for persons wid1 AIDS 

Provider of shelter for persons with AIDS 

H omeless And Near Homeless 

Low to Moderate Income Public Housing 

Sources: Macon-Bibb County Planning and Zoning Commission, 2005; 
City of Macon Consolidated Plan, 2000. 

Number of Units 

6 

17 trru1sitional homes 

3 transitional homes 

6 beds 

6 beds 

14 beds 

38 

2,282 

There are programs available from various agencies to assist low to moderate income persons with buying a 

home. Many are offered at the state and local levels. There are some offered by non-profit organizations. 

The G eorgia D epartment of Community Affairs through the City of Macon's Economic & Community D e

velopment D epartment offers programs such as the DreamMacon H omeownership Program. This program 

enables an applicant access to three home buyer assistance programs such as Georgia D ream First Mortgage, 

Georgia Dream D own Payment and Closing Cost Financing, and the Home Purchase Program. The Georgia 

Dream First Mortgage Program helps persons with low to moderate incomes by allow access to a below 

market rate, 30 year fixed rate loan from the Georgia D epartment of Community Affairs . The Georgia 

D ream Down Payment and Closing Cost Financing and the Home Purchase Program will assist buyers with 

down payment and closing costs. 

The Macon Middle Georgia Housing Counseling Center is one of the primary non-protlt organizations that 

assist low to moderate income persons become homeowners. The center provid es prospective homebuyers 

with the educational information on home buying such as credit preparation, mortgage acquisition, and post 

home acquisition issues. The center also partners with other local agencies such as the City of Macon's Eco

nomic and Community D evelopment D epartment, MHA, and Mercer University. 



Assessment of Current and Future Needs 

Housing Stock Analysis 

Fmm 1980 to 2005, d1e total number of housing units in Bibb County has increased by 26%. However, the 

total population for Bibb County increased only by 3%. TI1.e housing gmwth rate was less d1an half d1.e state 

average of 62%. The statewide population increased by 50% dming this time period, which is somewhat in 

tandem wid1 the growd1. rate increase in housing. The increase in housing in Bibb County far outpaces d1.e 

increase in population. 

An examination of the various jurisdictions of d1e county such as the municipalities and the unincorporated 

areas of Bibb County revealed a more detailed explanation of where gmwth in housing in Bibb County is tak

ing place. The unincorporated areas of Bibb County are primarily fueling d1.e increase in housing. Fmm 1980 

to 2005, the percentage of growth in housing in d1e unincorporated areas of Bibb County increased by 129%. 

Dming dus same time period, d1.e percent growth of housing in d1e City of .Macon increased by less than 1% 

to only .3%. Fmm 1990 to 2000, Payne City decreased in d1.e number and percentage gmwth in housing. 

The composition of the housing stock is in principle varied but it is skewed toward traditional types of hous

ing. On a county-wide basis, stick built detached and attached single family housing units combined make up 

the vast majority (67%) of the housing stock. Of the single family stick built 

units, detached muts were ovetwhelmingly d1.e dominant type in all jurisdic

tions. Attached single family housing muts, wluch make up about 3% of the 

housing stock, have not lustorically made up a sizable percentage of the 

housing stock in Bibb County as a whole. H owever, the percentage share 

that stick built housing has made up in d1e county has been in decline. City of Macon Stick Built Residential 

Duplex housing is primarily concentrated widun the City of Macon. Tlus housing type has been relatively flat 

since 1980. It would appear that there has not been very much demand for tlus housing type in tl1.e commu

nity. 
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Mobile homes are most prevalent in the unincorpmated portions of the county. This is primarily due to 

Mobile Home in Unincorporated Bibb 

zoning regulations that generally prohibit them within the urbanized ar

eas. Between 1990 and 2000, mobile homes increased in absolute num-

bers in the unincorporated areas, however, their percentage share of the 

housing stock of the unincorporated areas decreased. Mobile homes cur

rently make up about 8% of the housing stock in the unincmporated ar

eas of Bibb County. 

Multi-family housing is tl1e only sectm of the housing stock in all regions that has both grown in absolute 

numbers and percentage share from 1980 to 2005. The majority of tl1e growth in multi-family housing is 

concentrated in the unincorporated areas. H owever, tl1e City of Macon maintains the highest absolute 

numbers of multi-family units in tl1e county. The City of Macon's multi-family units make up about 25% of 

tl1e housing stock; versus 6% for Payne City and 18% for the unincorpmated areas. 

Housing Stock Assessment in Relation to Household Size. A closer study of the housing stock 

composition revealed some trends that have a correlation to po pulation and give some indications on tl1e 

future needs in housing for Bibb County. TI1e numerical amount of single family stick built housing in Bibb 

County as a whole and tl1e unincorporated ar eas have increased since 1980 but tl1e percentage share that 

this type o f housing has decreased since 1980. The numerical and percentage share of single family stick 

built homes have decreased slightly in the City of Macon since 1980. TI1e City of Macon is tl1e only jurisdic

tion of the county that has tlus type of relationship . Tlus mirrms tl1e fact that tl1e City has lost population 

over tl1e same time period . 

There appears to be a gradual sluft away from stick built single family muts. This is derived by the fact that 

there has been a decrease in percentage share tl1at stick built housing makes up and the increase of the per

centage share of multi-family muts in tl1e county as whole. Tius shift is mme pronounced in the unincorpo

rated areas. Tius does not signal the beginning of the end of traditional stick built muts but merely indicates 

an increased demand for various housing choices. 

The sluft in housing types parallels tl1e data indicated in section of tl1e housing chapter that discusses 

household size. T able 3-14 indicated tl1at one-person household experienced the most growth of all family 

types from 1990 to 2000 and that the average housel10ld size decreased from 2.67 to 2.49. Tius lends an 

explanation to tl1e sluft to multi-family housing. Many times multi-family housing is more conducive in size 

to one person families tl1an single family stick built housing. H ousing choices have become more diverse. 
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Housing Stock Assessment in Relation to Income & Mfordability. TI1e affordability o f housing 

is subj ect to a favorable relationship between housing costs and available income. Median property values 

and median rental rates in Bibb County were presented in table 3~9. TI1e table indicated that median property 

values and median rental rates in Bibb County as whole was slightly below tl1e MSA; but significantly lower 

than tl1.e State figures. Also the average Bibb County home purchase price of $11 8,405 was below tl1.e State 

average of $17 6,868. 

The data presented thus far indicates tl1.at housing costs in Bibb County may be considered affordable; how~ 

ever, cost must be contrasted witl1 income to provide a better conclusion to tlus hypothesis. Using a generally 

accepted lending standard that a household can qualify to purchase a home valued at 2.5 times its ammal in~ 

come, Table 3~ 16 below illustrates the correlation between median home/ property values in Bibb County 

and m edian incomes. 

T able 3~ 16 indicates tl1.at Median FanUly incomes at all jurisdictional levels do indeed reacl1. tl1.e tluesholds 

required to purchase a home. Table 3~ 17 further details the comparison of incomes to housing values. The 

Units column represents the percentage of hou sing milts in each jmisdiction priced witll.in the defined range. 

The H ousehold column represents the p ercentage of housel1.olds that can afford housing witll.in each of the 

identified ranges. The household percentages are calculated by using family income data from the U.S. 

Census and the 2.5 rule discussed in tl1e previous paragraph. 

Table 3-16 
Income Required To Afford Median Value Home 

Jurisdiction Median Home Values 2000 
and % Change 1990~2000 

Bibb Cow1ty $84,400 

City of Macon $68,000 

Payne City $27,300 

Unincorp. Bibb $126,450 

MSA $81,400 

Georgia $100,600 

Sou~ces: 2000 U.S. Census of Population; 
Macon-Bibb Co. Planning and Zoning Commission 

Median Family Income 2000 
and % Change 1990 ~ 2000 

47% 

40% 

31% 

89% 

37% 

42% 

Required Median Income 
2000 

$43,479 

$33,699 

$28,333 

$67,076 

$46,279 

$49,280 

36% $33,760 

28% $27,200 

62% $10,920 

30% $50,580 

39% $32,560 

47% $44,480 



Bibb County 

Available Units 
21.2% 
42.1% 
20.2% 
8.1% 
4.8% 

2.6% 
1% 

City of Macon 

Units 
28.4% 

Payne City 

50% 
12.7% 

4.6% 

2.4% 

1.4% 
.5% 

Units 

100% 

Unincorporated Bibb County 

Units 

11.7 
32.4 
30.4 

12.8 

7.6 

3.8 

1.3 

Sources: 2000 U.S. Cen sus Bureau; 

Table 3-17 
Housing Affordability 

House Value Range 
<$50,000 

$50,000- $99,999 
$100,000 - $149,999 
$150,000 - $199,999 
$200,000-$299,999 

$300,000- $499,999 

$500,000> 

< $50,000 
$50,000- $99,999 

$100,000 - $149,999 

$150,000-$199,999 

$200,000- $299,999 

$300,000 - $499,999 
$500,000> 

<$50,000 

$50,000- $99,999 
$100,000 - $149,999 
$150,000- $199,999 

$200,000- $299,999 

$300,000- $499,999 

$500,000> 

<$50,000 
$50,000 - $99,999 

$100,000- $149,999 

$150,000- $199,999 

$200,000- $299,999 

$300,000 - $499,999 

$500,000> 

Macon-Bibb County Planning and Zoni.ng Commission 

H ouseholds 
22.8% 
22.6% 
20.5% 
22.1% 
5.2% 

6.5% 
.3% 

H ouseholds 
30.6% 
25.7% 
19.8% 

16.1% 

3% 

4.5% 
.3% 

H ouseholds 

35.2% 

29.4% 
17.6% 
11.7% 
6.1% 

0% 

0% 

H ouseholds 

9.1 % 
16.3% 
22.5% 

32.6% 

9.5% 

9.8% 

.2% 

Owner occupied housing appears to be affordable to the majority of residents in Bibb County and througl1-

out d1e county's jurisdictions. However, it should be noted that the data presented in the table above repre

sents the ability to afford new and older owner occupied housing. New housing, which averages at a starting 

price in the mid to upper $90,000, will not be as affordable to as many households presented in d1e table 

above. This point is illustrated in the family incomes of Payne City and the City of Macon. In bod1 of d1ese 

municipalities, at least 30.6% of households could not afford a new home at market rate. 



Future Growth in Households 

Information dealing with future growth in households is discussed in detail in Chapter 8 (Land Use) . How

ever, excerpts from that chapter will be revisited in this section in order to provide an understanding of the 

expected future growth in housing in Bibb County. Once again, it should be noted that the estimate and pro

jection data from that chapter comes from a complementary report entitled, " Development Trends and 

Land Demand Analysisn, by Ross+associates for the Macon Area Transportation System's (MATS) Long 

Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). 

Data Clarification. For tl1e sake of clarifications it should be noted tl1.at some of tl1e numbers used 

in tl1e companion report are slightly different from standard census numbers. There is a discrepancy between 

tl1e Census population estimates and projections and tl1e Macon Area Transportation Study population esti

mates. Both tl1.e 1990 and the 2000 Census counts for Bibb County were low. 

The 1990 Census problems were well documented. In fact, tl1ere was debate in Congress as to whetl1er or 

not a statistical adjustment should be done for many urban areas throughout the country. The 1990 Census 

missed approximately 6,000 persons in Bibb County. It was apparently much easier for Census enumerators 

to count a dwelling rulit as vacant rather tl1an keep going back trying to get a count from someone who 

probably did not want to be counted. It was documented by tl1e local govemment that tl1e 1990 Census va

cancy rates were way too lligh. This was done tl1rough utility billing information for water and for electric. 

Otl1er indicators are that the vacancy rate doubled for Bibb County from 1980 Census to d1e 1990 Census 

and that residential building pemlits did not show a delcine in tl1e 1980's. Bibb County has had steady con

sistent population growth of approximately 1/2% per year since tl1e 1960's. 

The 2000 Census was supposed to have dealt witl1 dlis problem. However, there is no indication tl1at tlus 

problem was fully corrected. While tl1.e same problems existed with 2000 Census, it never generated the de

bate tl1at tl1e 1990 Census did. Since it was the same problem that existed previously in tl1e 1990 Census, it 

was doubtful tl1at debating d1ese problems would change anydung. The 1990 and 2000 vacancy rate remain 

relatively tl1.e same. In fact, tl1e vacancy rate between 1990 and 2000 more d1an likely did inct.:ease some but 

not nearly as much as the 2000 Census indicates. The 2000 Census ru1dercounted Bibb County by approxi

mately 6,000 persons again. 
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The population 2002 base year estimates in the Macon Area Transportation Study's 2030 Long Range Trans

portation Plan are based on the 2000 Census and residential permitting data. The base data between MATS 

and the Census is pretty close. It is the Census projections that are way low. The methodology and the data 

that the Census uses to arrive at projections works well at the national and state levels. It does not always 

work at the local level. Bibb County is a prime example. The projections in the 2030 Long Range Transporta

tion Plan are vety low and vety conservative even though higher than Census projections. 

The 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan projections are even lower than the projections in the previous up

date of d1e transportation plan for the 2025 Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in June, 2000. This is 

due in part to the fact that both the 1990 Census and the 2000 Census undercounted d1e population and over

stated the residential vacancy rate for Bibb County. In the long run, d1e projections for 2025 LRTP to b e 

much more accurate than the 2030 LRTP projections. Both the 2025 LRTP and 2030 LRTP projections will 

prove to be more accurate d1an Census projections. 

Residential Growth to 2030. Table 3-18 on d1e following page forecasts population and households 

to the year 2030 and for each of d1e b enchmark year increments. TI1e forecasts are based on the projections 

prepared by Woods & Poole for the county to 2025, adjusted to reflect updated household and population es

tirnates for 2002. The adjusted forecasts are then projected to 2030 using "best fit" regression analysis, wid1 the 

population in households smood1ed to a continuous regression cmve. TI1e population in group quarters is de

rived as the difference between the total population and those residing in housel1olds. 
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Table 3-18 
PoEulation And Household Forecast 2002 to 2030 

Bibb County 

Increase 

2002 2009 2015 2022 2025 2030 2002-2030 

Woods & Poole 

T otal Population 154,181 155,454 157.155 159,681 161,005 

Number of Households 60,088 61,342 62,144 62,419 62,352 

Persons per Household 2.47 2.44 2.43 2.45 2.47 

Population in Households 148,417 149,674 151,010 152,927 154,009 

Population in Group Quarters 5,764 5.780 6,145 6,754 6,996 

MATS Adjustment Percent Differ-
ence 

T otal Population 156,136 101 .268% 

Number of Households 60,524 100.726% 

Persons per Household 2.4920 100.891% 

Population in Households '1 50,826 

Population in Group Quarters 5,310 

Adjusted Forecas ts 

Total Population 156,136 157,425 159,148 161,706 163,047 

Number of Households 60,524 61,787 62,595 62,872 62,804 

Persons per Household 2.49 2.46 2.45 2.47 2.49 

Population in Households 150,826 152,103 153,461 155,409 156,508 

Population in Group Quarters 5,310 5,322 5,687 6,297 6,539 

Revised Forecasts (Regressions) 

Total Population 156,136 157,425 159,148 161,706 163,047 165,551 9.415 
Number of Households 60,524 61,787 62,595 62,872 62,804 62,539 2,015 

Persons per Household 2.49 2 .46 2.45 2.47 2.49 2.53 

Population in Households 150,826 151,921 153,360 155,503 156,483 158,081 7,255 
Population in Group Quatters 5,310 5,504 5.788 6,203 6,564 7,470 2, 160 

Occupancy Rate 88.59% 88.59% 88.59% 88.59% 88.59% 88.59% 

Total D welling Units 68,323 69,749 70,661 70,974 70,897 70,598 2,275 

Source: Ross+ associates, Development Trends & Land D emand Analysis, 2004. 

T able 3-18 estimates the future number of households by structme type. The net number of new house

holds added between each benclunark year is allocated to single- family houses and multifamily buildings 

using the same proportions that were experienced between 1990 and 2002. It is assumed d1at, on average, 

d1ere is no more d1an a six-mond1 lag between permit issuance and the completion of construction. Thus, 

units issued building permits duongh D ecember of one year would be completed and available for occu

pancy prior to July 1 of d1e next year. A s noted above, the upper limit of household growth is aclueved in 

2022 according to the Woods & Poole projections for d1e county. 



Macon-Bibb County 

Total Households 

Net New Households 

I ncrease over Previous Increm ent* 

Growth Share by Type 

Single-Family 

Duplex** 

Multi-Family 

Net N ew Households by Type 

Single-Family 

Duplex 

Multi-Family 

Sotuce: 

Ross+associate 

s, D evelop
ment Trends 
& Land D e

mand Analysis, 
2004. 

2000 

59,667 

Table 3-19 
Household Growth 2000-2030 

2002 2009 2015 

60,524 61 ,787 62,595 

857 1,263 808 

53.81 % 53.81% 53.81% 

0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

46. 19% 46.19% 46.19% 

461 680 435 

396 583 373 

*No net incr~ses aftes: 2022; decreasing number of households will result in '\racancy rate increases. 

**No furuce duplex construction anticipated; gmwth allocated to single-family and multi-fiunily in same pmportions as 1990-2002. 

Increase 

2022 2025 2030 2002-30 

62,872 62,804 62,539 

277 3,205 

53.81 % 53.81 % 53.81% 

0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

46.19% 46.19% 46. 19% 

149 1,725 

128 1,480 

Table 3-19 indicates that by 2030 there will be a net increase in new households of about 5.3% or 3,205. 

This rate of growth is in line with the expected population growth to the year 2030. The population is ex

pected to grow by another 7.5% or 11 ,6643. By 2030 the average household size will be about 2.64 persons, 

which would be near the current average household size. 

3MA TS Population projections by Traffic Analysis Zones to the year 2030. 

MB tffauf'"&i.6 ~ta· PIMK~it/1, & Zo~rrA {1uttMiirlllf 3~31 . . . . SHARED VISIONS 
P~ {)' if ¥ PlannlngSmartCho/ces 



Assessment of Special Needs Housing 

Elderly. The lru:gest population of special needs persons in Bibb County is the elderly. The projec

tions previously presented in. the Age Distribution and Special Needs sections do not indicate a drastic in

crease in the elderly population in Bibb County. This cohort is expected to continue to make up about 13% 

of the population throughout the platuung horizon. Therefore; it is anticipated that the current supply of 

housing and faculties that cater to the elderly and disabled should continue to be adequate. Also, there 

shotlid be more emphasis placed on programs that help the elderly maintain their independence as home

owners if they so choose. Tlus is especially true with low income elderly homeowners that may lack there

sources to make needed repairs to d1eir homes. 

Persons with AIDS. The percentage of persons infected with AIDS in Bibb County has risen by 

nearly 20% from 2000 to 2003 and the infection rate for Bibb County is 6% lugher d1an d1e State average. 

If the rate of infections continues to increase at current levels, tlus will present challenges in providing spe

cialized housing options. Strategies to address this issue are discussed in the Goals and Objective section. 

Assessment of Barriers to Housing for the Resident and the Non-Resident 

Workforce 

Available Land. Bibb County is expected to maintain its place as the employment engine for d1e 

Middle Georgia region and it has steadily increased its percentage of non-resident workers since 1990. Since 

2000 the Macon-Bibb County Planning and Zoning Commission rezoned approximately 2,400 acres of land 

tluoughout the county for residential purposes. Much of tllis land was rezoned from agriculturally zoned 

land. There is still an abtmdant supply of land dut can be used for residential purposes for many years to 

come. Tlus is due to tl1e fact tl1ere is not much land in Bibb Cmmty that is still used exclusively for agricul

tural purposes. Therefore, d1ere does not appear to be a barrier in terms of d1e availability of land d1at is 

zoned for residential development. It is physically possible for non-residents to reside in Bibb County to be 

closer to their jobs. 

Supporting Infrastructure. One of tl1e primaty supporting in.Erastmcture components for residen

tial development is water and sewer. The Macon \Vater Autl1ority (.1\IIW A) has increased its coverage of wa

ter by 3% and sewer by 40% since 2000 . .1\IIW A is looking to continue to expand its coverage in Bibb 

County in an et1ort to replace its largest customer Brown & Williamson Tobacco Company. Therefore, 

4MW A: Annual Report for Year Ended September 30, 2004 
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additional housing would be amenable to this end . 

Housing Cost Compatibility with Employment and Income. TI1e Available Income section indi

cated that the average wages of jobs on the county and regional levels have been on the increase since 2000. 

T able 3-12 depicted the average wage that one individual could receive. In many cases, a two person house

hold may report dual incomes when buying a home. Using the average wage figure for one person, it can be 

assumed that a two person household with two adults and no children or a four person household with two 

adults and two children may report a household income in d1e $31 ,662 to $63,324 range. A two person 

househ old could qualify to purchase a home in d1e $79,000 to $158,310 range using d1e 2.5 factor. The aver

age starting price for the most affordable new starter homes typically begin in the mid $90,000 to low 

$100,000 range in Bibb County and in the region. The linage to d1e right depicts an example of a starter 

home that can be found ll'l Bibb County in dlis price range. 

Low Income and Housing. Although d1ere appear not to be many physical and regulatory barriers 

to obtainu1g housu1g for most of d1e population, there are still some barriers 

dut hinder low income workers and residents of Bibb County. As previously 

mentioned one program d1at assists low income persons lll obtainll1g housing 

is Section 8. TI1e Macon Housing Authority (MHA) identified d1e major bar

rier it faces in providing housing under Section 8. Accordu1g to MHA, the pri

maly obstacle is the lack of good rental housing at affordable prices. Tllis 

shortage has generated a waiting list of approximately 3,300 families. TI1e typi-

cal wait is about 1.5 to 2 years. Tllis will no doubt continue to be a problem in d1e future due to the fact that 

the vast majority of rental properties are privately held and pricing is controlled by d1e free market. 

There is usually significant difficulty by home builders to make a profit by building homes that retail below 

the $90,000 mark. Using the average wage as an example, d1ere are portions of d1e workforce that cannot af

ford new housing using conventional lending methods. However; there are new homes available that start 

below the $90,000 mark. These homes are typically built by way of public/private partnerships. These homes 

are built to provide housu1g opportunities for low to moderate u'lCome families and to facilitate infill housing 

and redevelopment efforts lll the City of Macon. 
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The Macon Home Purchase Plan is a result of 

efforts made by the various public/ private part

nerships to provide housing to lower in.come 

families in the community. Table 3-20 displays 

the income limits that a perspective home 

buyer must meet to qualify for the program. 

The $44,000 dollar maximum is in range of the 

average wage figure for a family of four. This 

program provides another tool to assist in the 

provision of housing. Lastly, tl1e program al-

Table 3-20 

Income Lirrllts for Macon Home Purchase Plan 
Income Group %of Median Income 

Extremely Low Income 30% of Median $16,500 

Very Low Income 31% to SO% $27,500 

Low Income 51% to 80% $44,000 

Moderate Income 

FYI 2005 Median Family Income $55,000 Macon MSA 

* Based upon four person Household 

Source: Georgia Department of Community Affairs: Income Limits 

lows for a maximum purchase price not to exceed $155,368. 

Contrasting Housing Costs to the Prevalence of Cost Burdened Households. Table 3-10 indi

cated that rental housing contains tl1e highest percentage of cost burdened individuals . TI1e table also re

vealed that tl1e City of Macon was found to contain the highest percentage of individuals paying a minimum 

of 50% of their income for housing. A ve1y significant portion of the rental property in the city is either sin

gle family or duplex stmctures. 

One major contributing factor to tl1e relatively higher percentage of individuals paying at least 50% of their 

income for housing is the cost it takes to build and rehabilitate existing rental housing. Privately held rental 

housing that is rehabilitated to meet or exceed Section 8 Housing Quality standards and local housing code 

standards make it difficult for property owners to otier a montl1ly rental price tl1at does not exceed 30% of 

the renter's montl1ly income. 

The Economic and Community D evelopment D epartment of tl1e City of Macon (ECDD) is the primary 

agency that administers programs to target housing rehabilitation, encourages community redevelopment and 

code enforcement. According to tl1e City of Macon's Consolidated Plan used by ECDD, it is estimated that 

the cost of rehabilitating inner city rental housing frequently ranges between $25,000 and $35,000 per unit. It 

would be hard for property owners to cover the debt service on these repairs and charge a renter no more 

tl1an 30% of their income for rent witl1out Section 8 rental assistance and witl1 Community Development 

Block Grant or otl1er sinlllar home improvement loans. 



Special Circumstances Impacting the Price of Housing. TI1ere has been a significant effort to build 

homes in an affordable price range in Bibb Cotulty and the region. A major contributing incentive for tllis ef

fort is that it is considered to be a favorable asset to Robins Air Force Base. Robins Air Force Base employs 

2,210 persons in Bibb Cotulty and 17,320 persons in the MSA. The availability of affordable housing in the 

region is important to the base because it is an important issue in having a favorable BRAC review. One of tl1e 

criteria of the BRAC states that a community should have, "The ability of the infrastructure of both the exist

ing and potential receiving communities to support forces, missions, and personnel." Affordable housing is a 

quahty of hfe issue tl1at adds valuable support to base personnel and tl1e region. An. unfavorable BRAC review 

could cause the closing of the base, wllicl1 is the largest employer in the region and in the State of Georgia. 

5City of Macon ECDD City of Macon: Consolidated Plan, Program Years 2000-2005, pg.57. 
6Macon Telegraph, May 4, 2005, pg. 8A. 
7United States General Accounting Office, 2004. 
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Identification of Problems with the Existing Local Housing Market That Could be 

Addressed by Local Government 

Community Visioning. In 2001 the Macon-Bibb County Planning and Zoning Commission initiated 

a visioning process for Bibb County via the Visual Preference Smvey (VPS). The VPS asked nearly 1,300 per

sons from eve.ty cross section of the community a series of questions and presented images of development 

options that existed and some that could exist in the future. Although the VPS placed more emphasis on the 

overall character of the community than individual housing types, it provided good insights ~Uld direction to 

craft a commmlity vision on the desired comse of development in regards to housing, neighborhood design, 

and development. The VPS is and example on how the housing market could be improved by design charac-

tertstlcs. 

The VPS med1odology dissected the county into d1ree distinct regions; D owntown, Neighborhoods, and Ru

ral/Submban Areas. In each region, the study focused on seven subcategories: street type/ character, develop

ment options, pedestrian realm, parks/ open space, parking options, signs, and mobility/ transportation op

tions. Participants were asked to rate images d1at represented options in each subcategmy and rate how appro

priate each option was in relation to each region. If a person d1ought d1e image was appropriate for d1e com

mmlity it would be given a positive rating that ranged from + 1 to + 10. If a person thought d1e image was inap

propriate for the commmuty it would be given a negative rating that ranged from -1 to -10. The Endings were 

then compiled and analyzed and policy recommendations were developed in d1e 2030 Vision and Action Plan. 

The following are findings and suggestions in regards to housing, neighborhood development, and design in 

d1e Doumtonm, Neighborhood, and Rural/ S1Jburban sections of the VPS report. 

Don-ntoum- According to the VPS, d1e perception of downtown in regards to residential could be enhanced if 

d1e local government would adhere to the following suggestions: 

• Redevelopment should be at higher densities. 

• Single use residential should range from 2 to 4 stories. 

• The commmlity should infill mixed-use buildings with retail and or/ set-vices on the ground t1oor to 

provide a range of housing types and sizes to accommodate young professionals and retiring baby 

boomers . 
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• A semi-public edge should separate urban housing from sidewalks. 

• All parking should be under buildings, in rear lots accessed from residential lanes. 

• Residential streets should be lined with street trees and appropriate street lighting. 

Examples of desired residential development: 

Source: Macon-Bibb County VPS Results and Recormnendations 

Neighborhood- TI1e neighborhood realm could be enhanced if the local government would adhere to 

the following suggestions: 

• The redevelopment of marginalized housing should be a priority 

• Provide a range of housing types 

• A semi-public edge (hedge/ fences) should define the property edge from sidewalks 

• On street parking and/ or parking on rear residential lanes 

• 2 to 2 1/ z story homes with pitched roofs 

• a net density of 4 to 5 units per acre 

Examples of desired residential development: 

MB tflaut"&ii fktA·PiamAII & Zorr11.f (}ui(M;niM 3~37 . . . . SHARED VISlONS P"!Z a -.. v Planning Smart C/lofces 



RNrai/S uburban- Survey respondents indicated that the rural/ suburban regions of the county could be en

hanced if the local government would adher·e to the following suggestion s: 

• Create new neighborhoods in rural and suburban areas with a range of residential building types, with 

higher densities located in the center of the neighborhood, decreasing density towards the periphery 

with the large lots located on the periphery 

• Surround new neighborhoods in the suburban and rural areas with very large lot farms 

• Infill empty lots as a first priority 

E xample of desired residential d evelopment 

Other Local Studies. There have been various od1er studies in the community d1at have identified 

problems with d1e existing local housing market ru1d offer suggested strategies on alleviating d1ese issues. 

These studies offer insight on steps the local government can address to improve housing for residents. The 

following is a brief review of d1ese studies and their findings. The strategies/ recommendations presented 

therein may become a part of the goals and objective section. 

E ast Macon & West Macon I &II H ousing Market Study8 - Significant portions of East and West Macon are 

considered economically depressed . Tius study was sanctioned by BCD to e..xamine housing trends and pref

erences of current and prospective homeowners and to propose development recommendations for ho using 

developm ent in those areas. TI1e summaries of findings and recommendations are the following: 

8City of Macon ECDD and Asset Property Disposition, Inc. : East Macon & West Macon I & II Housing and Market Study: 

Trends Analysis & Development Recommendations, March 2004, pgs l -9. 
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East Macon Findings 

• Median household income ranges from $13,000 to $21,000. Tius has increased ve1y little in the past 

ten years. 

• H ousehold size has decreased in the last ten years. 

• The East Macon area has veq large female-headed household population. 

• According to tl1e Census, median asking price for a vacant for-sale home ranges from $10,000 to 

$60,000. H owever, MLS data reveals that homes typically sell for the high $80s to the mid $1 OOs. 

• Residents have rated their community very low in satisfaction due to the number of abandoned 

homes and high crime in the area . 

• Most residents are low to moderate income homeowners. 

E ast Macon Recommendations 

• The most likely market of buyers for new single fanllly homes are female heads of households who 

have historical or family links to the neighborhood. Specific target market marketing should be 

launched to deten:nine the d epth of this market. 

• Alternative living accommodations m ust be provided for older heads of households as a potential 

market for occupying new multi-family developments. Historically, tl1ese households turn over in

frequently and often contribute to deterioration of housing stock because of deferred maintenance. 

Conversely, many of tl1e existing homes provide resale opportunity for yow1ger families interested 

in homes that offer historic architectural features. 

• Eve1y effort should be made to assemble a large tract of land and buildings as the initial d evelop

ment site in East Macon. TI1e Fort H awkins site and other similar sites located witlun the study area 

offer tl1e opportunity to integrating new homes at several price points, introduce a variety of arclu

tectural types, plan infrastructure improvements such as street paving new sidewalks, lighting, and 

most imp01tantly create a "theme" development that makes a major statement regarding design and 

sense of place. 
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West Macon I (Cherokee H eights) and TVest Macon II (Unionville) F indings 

• Median household income for West Macon I range from $17,000 to $30,000. Tius has increased vety 

litde in the lat ten years. Median household income for West Macon II is $12,000 to $20,000. 

• The West Macon II area has a large female-headed household population. 

• Median asking price for a vacant for-sale home ranges $27,000 to $70,000. However, MLS data reveals 

that homes typically sell for the high $80s to d1e mid $100s. 

• Residents have rated rl1eir community vety low in satisfaction due to rl1e abandoned homes and lLigh 

crime in the area. 

• Most of rl1e residents were low to moderate income homeowners. 

West Macon I and II Recommendations 

• Westwood Apartments is a catalyst project for West Macon. It is large project that could be assembled, 

demolished , and re-plated as a nuxed income, mixed density development. If tius project is approached 

like a "H ope VI" project and features new in.frastructure as well as new housing, the surrounding 

neighborhood could be integrated into the site planning as subsequent development phases. 

• Lizzie Chapel Baptist Church should be encouraged as a potential non-profit development housing 

provider. The expansion of the church and the acquisition of land adjacent to rl1e church could be de

veloped and linked with ti1.e Westwood Apartments project. D esign guidelines should be introduced as 

a condition of assistance to insure rl1at boti1 ti1e Lizzie Chapel housing development and ti1e West

wood Apartment development have the appearance of one large development project linked by bod1 

architectural ti1eme and key transportation/ pedestrian links. 

• Cherokee H eights would benefit from the introduction of a fat;:ade program to encourage homeowners 

and investors to address deferred exterior maintenance and a requirement d1at all interior code viola

tion be addressed. A programmatic approach similar to tius should prevent long term deferred mainte-
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nance from moving this community beyond the "tipping poin.t" to a neighborhood that requires 

the application of an extensive redevelopment strategy. 

East Bibb Reconnaissance Survey9- East Bibb County as a whole has traditionally lagged behind the rest 

of the county in several vital a1·eas. This study examined economic development along with housing is

sues in the portion of the county that lies east of the Ocmulgee River. Specifically, the study area encom

passed portion of the City of Macon and the un.i.ncorpo.rated portion of the county east of the river. The 

findings and recommendations below will only address the portions of the report that deal with housing. 

There were two complimentary studies entitled, "East Bibb Action Plan10" and "Executive Sumrmuy 

East Bibb County11" that provided an action strategy for tl1e area. 

East Bibb Reconnaissance Findings 

• East Bibb County has a number of beautiful neighborhoods; however, vacant unkempt lot, 

homes ll'l need of repair (especially rental units), and other factors work togetl'ler to discourage 

new investment and frustrate community residents tl1at are workll'lg to improve the area. 

• There appears to be an increasing level of "predatoty" investor activity u1 the Fort Hill area. In

vestor-owned units are frequently poorly mau'ltau'led with out-of-tow owners whose primaty 

goal is to obtau'l rental income with a minim1m'l of upkeep and improvements. 

• There is a general perception of blight and high crime that has stifled development of new resi

dential in many portion of east Bibb County. 

• Residential development has mostly been limited to the southern half of East Bibb in recent 

years, u'lcluding the entry-level subdivision, Apple Valley. 

East Bibb Reconnaissance Recommendations 

• Create a mau'ltenance code for tl1e unincorporated portions of the. county, sunilar to the one 

adopted by the City of Macon to addt·ess property maintenance issues plaguing some parts of the 

study area. 

• Create an East Cow'lty Coordinating Organization (ECCO) through which the coordination of 

redevelopment, revitalization, and planning activities in E ast Bibb will take place. 

9City of Macon ECDD City of Macon: Consolidated Plan, Program Years 2000 - 2005, pg.57. 

10Macon Telegraph, May 4, 2005, pg. SA. 
11United States General Accounting Office, 2004. 



Macon Region Job Access Reverse Commute Plan J ARC12- 111e JARC study d ealt more specifically 

with access to tran sportation for Temporaty Assistance to Needy Families (TANF) recipients and 

low income individuals to obtain and keep employment. A corrunon factor that many econ omically 

d epressed neighborhoods with substand ard housing have is difficulty with transportation to em

p loyment opportunities. The relation with housing is that high er incomes afford individuals to pur

chase better housing and can enable home owners to rehabilitate existing h ousing if needed. 

]ARC Findings 

• TI1ere are a large number o f jobs clustered within the city limits of Macon including the 

central core. Approximately 40% of TANF recipients live within a reasonable walking dis

tance (1,500') of at leas t some job sites. However, 60% ofTANF recipients do not 

• In genera~ transit routes are located in close proximity to low-income population . 63% of 

all TANF recipients live widlin a reasonable walking distance of a bus stop. This does not, 

h oweve1· address whether or not operating hours and schedules are convenient. 

• 54% of target jo b s are located within a reasonable walking distance of an existing bus stop. 

]A RC R ecommendations 

TI1e study indicated d1at the long term, most cost effective and perman ent solution to d1e problem 

of job access for low-income citizens from a transportation perspective is a more robust, flexible, 

and financially stable public transit system. TI1e recommended steps and projects d1at the local gov

ernment should take to fulfill dus end are: 

• Hire a JA RC coordinator 

• Implement a J ob Access WorkPass to be used on d1e tran sit system for unlimited usage 

• Provide transportation to Ocmulgee Industrial P ark 

• Provide transportation to Robins Air Force Base 

• Implement a n ew MTA Soudn,vest .Macon Route 

• Implement late tught and Stmday Transit Service 

12PEQ, Inc. Planning Consultants, Manuel Padron & Associates, and DW & Associates.: Macon Region Job Access Re
verse Commute Plan, May 2004., 



Evaluation of Jurisdictional Decisions Regarding Land-Use Patterns and Zoning on 

Housing Needs 

As previously discussed 111 the Assessment if Barriers to H ousingfor the R esident and the Non-Resident Workforce, the 

Macon-Bibb County Planning & Zoning Commission and the Macon Water Authority have instituted actions 

that have encourage gmwth in housing. Much of this new housing has developed in the more aftluent unincor

porated portions of Bibb County. Since 1991, 80% of d1e residential rezonings have occurred in unincorpo

rated Bibb County13. According to d1e Macon-Bibb County D epartment of Inspections and Fees, in 2001 

d1ere were 82 residential building permits issued within d1e City of Macon and 375 issued in the unincorpo

rated portions of the county. This equates to about 83% of the building permits being issued to areas in un.in

COlporated Bibb County. 

Although the majority of new development h as occurred in the unincorporated areas; d1ere are zoning incen

tives in place by the Macon-Bibb Cmmty Planning and Zoning Commission to help spur and assist existing 

redevelopment efforts in the inner city. The Comprehensive Land D evelopment Resolution is the primary 

document that guides zoning and subdivision regulations throughout the county. The Macon-Bibb County 

Planning and Zoning Commission has as a part of the Comprehensive Land D evelopment Resolution to rec

ogn.ize areas that are defined as "Target Areas" by ECDD. 

T arget Areas are portions of the City that are characterized as being economically depressed wid1 an abun

dance of low to moderate income families. These 11 areas are targeted by ECDD in order to improve commu

nity conditions. The Macon-Bibb County Planning and Zoning Commission assists ECDD by reducing mini

mum development standards d1at would otherwise be applicable for the zoning district. Public and private en

tities can take advantage of d1e relaxed developmen t standards in these areas. These efforts have had a positive 

effect on city redevelopment efforts. 

One such successful example in redevelopment has been a Hope VI project called Beall 's Hill. The Beall's Hill 

project is located in d1e Tindall Heights Target Area. The project entailed d1e demolition of a public housing 

project that was built in the 1940's called Ogleth01pe Homes. When completed, 

Beall's Hill will offer a mixture of new housing at market rate pricing and some 

housing for low to moderate income persons. The image to the right depicts the 

current construction status of d1e project. This project, with its proxirnity to 

downtown and Mercer University, will provide a much needed synergy to the area. 
Beall's Hill Neighborhood 

13Macon-Bibb County Planning & Zoning Commission: The Cost of Growth in Bibb County, 2002. pg. 7 
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Articulation of Community Goals and Associated Implementation 

Program 

Housing Goals and Objectives 

The Housing element of the 2030 Comprehensive Plan has thus far inventoried the current housing stock 

and provided an assessment. At this point it is prudent to contrast the findings with our vision for Bibb 

County in 2030. The housing goals and objectives will be crafted to meet the stated vision of the commu

nity, which was derived from the VPS. 

VISION STATEMENT 

In the year 2030 Macon and Bibb County Georgia will be a dynamic community encouraging bal-

anced growth with sensitivity to quality of design while ensuring environmental safeguards. We 

will embrace our diverse population, providing a full range of employment, cultural and economic 

choices. Our neighborhoods, commerce and mobility will reflect an interconnection that promotes 

continuity and wise transitions. The foundation and spirit of our public involvement activities wiD 

draw s trength from unity and a civic-minded approach which inspires, instills and sustains a true 

stewardship of community. 

The issues dealing with housing have been studied by various agencies in Bibb County over the years. There 

are a myriad of studies that have identified strategies to improve housing in the community. Moreover, 

most of the sh1dies have dealt with housing issues widun the incorporated areas of d1e county only. Tlus is 

largely due to many factors that were discussed in d1e inventoty and analysis that include but are not limited 

to: 1) the presence of a mucl1 older housing stock, 2) greater numbers of low income families, 3) a signifi

cantly higher percentage of renters, and 4) typically lower residential property values. The VPS was a gigan

tic step in addressing housing issues on a countywide scale. The following goals and objectives will draw 

upon vauous studies, including tl1e VPS tl1at are most conducive to d1e vision statement for tl1e entire 

county. 
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STRATEGY1 Create affordable housing opportunities to insure that all that work and re

side in the community have a viable choice or option to live in the commu

nity. (Vision Nugget- Embracing Our Diverse Population) 

Goall: 

Objectives 

Goal2: 

Objectives 

Continue to provide a balance of zoning distrid dassijication and policies that JJ/ill accommodate and encour

age a range of housing alternatives. 

1. Increase design tlexibility in residential zoning districts to allow for a greater range of hous

ing choices based on pricing and design. 

2 . Conduct a senes of meetings with all commuuity housing agencies and orgamzattous to 

have a unified assessment of housing needs in the community and determine needed ac

tions. Examples could be the enactment of specialized overlay districts, changes in land use, 

and etc. 

3. Develop measures to streamline the permitting process that will make it easier for develop

ers and the general public to obtain appropriate permits. An example is to develop a one 

stop permitting location. 

Provide an adequate supp!J if housing facilities and s1pport services for special needs residents. 

1. Group homes, foster care facilities, adult congregate living facilities, halfWay houses, and 

similar special needs housing facilities should be treated fairly in their distribution 

throughout the commuuity. 

2. The community should apply to become eligible to administer the H ousing Opportuni

ties for Persons wid1. HIV / AIDS (HOPWA) program such as the City of Atlanta, tl1e 

City of Augusta, and d1e City of Savannal1. have. This will provide housing assistance 

and related support services for persons afflicted wid1 dus disease. 

3. Increase awareness of programs such the Home Improvement Program offered by 

ECDD by way of public access television or other fmms of media. Tllis program can 

allow access to fimds to help elderly and handicapped residents make home repairs and 

improvements. 
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Goal3: Increase home mvnership rates in census tracts dominated I?J rental tenure> JJJhere possible> 1y 10 to 15% over 

the next five years 1?J encouraging !oral lending institutions to lend monry to those qualified for housing pur

chases Jt'ithout red!ining mtain neighborhoods and 1y other pertinent means. 

Objectives 

1. D evelop a network of banking instih1tions that are willir1g to lend money without redlin

ing certain neighborhoods. 

2. Provide seminars for renters on d1e basics on how to purchase and manage the responsi

bility of home ownership. 

3. Mobilize organizations that assist renters in finding affordable, single-family housing. 

STRATEGY2 Eliminate substandard and dilapidated h ousing where they exist in the commu

nity and to encourage infill housing and neighborhood redevelopment. (Vision 

Nugget- True Stewardship of the Community) 

Goall: Improve the prysica! neighborhood environment and facilitate the development if a safe living atmosphere in the 

community. 

Objectives 

1. Continue aggressive housing abatement code enforcement with in d1e City of l\!facon Target Ar

eas and other areas as needed. Also create more financial incentives for landlords to upgrade 

and maintain rental housing. 

2 . Increase awareness of programs such the Home Improvement Program offered by ECDD by 

way of public access television or od1er forms of media. This program can allow access to 

funds to help elderly and handicapped residents make home repairs and improvements. 

3. E xpand Ameri-Corps neighborhood policing stations in economically d epressed neighborhoods 

that are on the cusp of redevelopment to help de ter the perception o f crime by potential de

velopers and investors. 
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4. Adopt housing abatement codes in the unincorporated portions of the cotmty that are similar to 

the codes used in the city. 

5. Integrate suggested development guidelines and policy recommendations from the " D owntown 

Realm" section of the Visual Preference Survey. 

Goa/2: Encourage neighborhood redevelopment activities ~ non governmental entities and mpport related economic 

activities that 1vill improve ho11sing acquisition. 

Objectives 

1. Encourage the creation of non-profit Community D evelopment Corporations (CD C) that are 

tied to neighborhood religious institutions or other private institutions. 

2. Assist CDCs in data gathering, grant preparation, and o ther neighbod1ood redevelopment ac

tivities. 

3. Increase awareness o f the incentives offered by ECDD and the Macon-Bibb County Planning 

and Zoning Commission for redeveloping in Target Areas by way of public access televi

sion, seminars m other forms of media. Tlus can help spur neighborhood intlll develop-

ment:. 

4. Implement JARC recommendations. 

STRATEGY3 Improve the overall neighborhood character by careful planning, design, and 

quality of life features. (Vision Nugget- Our neighborhoods, cOinmerce and 

mobility will reflect an interconnection that promotes continuity and wise 

transitions.) 

Goa/1: Adhere to VPS recommendations as thry relate to neighborhood environments in the D o111ntml'fl areas. 

Objectives 

1. Map and document all vacant structures, deteriora ted or marginalized 

commercial and residential buildings in a Susceptibility to Change Map. 
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2. Develop and adopt an Urban D esign Plan for the inevitable redevelopment of all marginalized 

and/ or deteriorated commercial and residential properties not meeting the full potential of 

Downtown :Niacon. 

3. Integrate other elements of the Downtown Realm section of the \TPS such as street types, com

mercial development, pedestrian options, mobility options, and etc into new development or 

redevelopment that is in the downtown area . 

Goa/2: Adhere to VP S recommendations as thry relate to neighborhood environments in the Neighborhood areas. 

Objectives 

1. Map and document all vacant, deteriorated or marginalized residential buildings in a Susceptibility 

to Change Map. 

2. Institute property maintenance standards. 

3. D evelop a phased plan to remove and redevelop all marginalized and/ or deteriorated housing in 

Macon-Bibb County neighborhoods. 

4. D evelop and adopt a D esign Plan for the redevelopment of all marginalized and / or deteriorated 

residential properties not meeting the full potential o f Macon-Bibb County neighborhoods. 

5. Adopt H ope VI basic standards for subsidized housing. 

6. Integrate other elements o f the Neighbod10od Realm section of the VPS such as street types, 

commercial development, pedestrian options, mobility option s, and etc into new development or 

redevelopment that is in the neighborhood areas. 
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Goal3: Adhere to VP S recommendations as thry relate to neighborhood environments in the Rural/ S ubmvan areas. 

Objectives 

1. Create new neighborhoods in rural and suburban areas with a range of residential building types, 

with higher densities located in the center of the neighborhood, decreasing in density towards the 

periphery with the large lots located on the periphe1y. 

2. Infill empty lots as a first priority. 

3. Integrate other elements of the Rural/Suburban Realm section of the VPS such as street types, 

commercial development, pedestrian options, mobility options, and etc into new development or 

redevelopment that is in the rural/ suburban areas. 
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Chapter 4 

NATURAL AND CULTURAL RESOURCES 

INTRODUCTION 

The City of Macon and Bibb County, Georgia are fortunate to have a rich assortment of natural and historic re-

sources available. These resources provide citizens an abundance of economic and recreational opportunities and 

have played a large part .in defining and maintaining the cultmal aspect of the area. Both the natural environment 

and cultural resources are vulnerable to man's actions, and at the same time, they can hinder ti1e way in which 

land is developed. It is ti1e purpose of tilis element to examine the llistorical, current, and occasionally, future 

conditions of the natural and llistoric resources witllin Macon and Bibb Cow1ty; address the important issues re

lated to these resources; to identify ti10se wllich are sensitive or significant and to develop ways to best protect 

and manage ti1em. According to ti1e Georgia Department of Natural Resources (DNR), the term «natural re

sources" refers to ti1e state's air, soil, and water; all game species of animals, birds, and fish; all non-game species 

of animals, birds and fish; all plants, whether common, endangered o.r protected; and every cultural, llistoric or 

recreational resource witilin the state. 

TI1e following analysis examines the llistor.ical, current and occasionally, future conditions of ti1e natural and his

toric resources w.ith.in Macon and Bibb County. TI1e contents of each analysis include .information on ti1e evolu

tion of ti1at element as it relates to the commmlity's development. Once all ti1e applicable elements are presented, 

an assessment of ti1ose elements .is made. Tilis assessment introduces what .is necessru.y to impt.:ove or continue 

ti1e quality of ti1e natural and llistoric resomces w.itilin Macon and B.ibb County. Goals and objectives for d1e 

continued improvement of the natural and llistor.ic t.:esources of the comrnrulity are presented in the Goals and 

Objectives Chapter of tins document. 

TOPOGRAPHY & GEOLOGY 

The topogt.:aphy (land forms) in Bibb Cow1ty exllibits significant variation between ti1e norti1ern and southem 

parts of ti1e county. TI1e nord1e.rn one-tilit.:d of Bibb County lies in ti1e physiograpllic province known as ti1e 

Piedmont Plateau. Tllis system is characteJ.~zed by llilly terrain, steep-sloped creek banks, and well-defined 

stream dtannels. The souti1em two-tillids of Bibb Coru1ty is located in ti1.e Atiru1tic coastal plain physiograpllic 

MB #atM-!Jrii ~wrCt; · PIMWw~ & Zo"'i' eo~~"''"'c( . 4-l . . . SHARED VISIONS 
~ " if II' Planning Smart ChOICes 



provmce. Relief in this region tends to be less hilly and creeks generally have wide, flat floodplains with ill

defined stream channels. 

Major differences in relief in combination with variation in slope and width of t1oodplains can have significant 

effects on water quality relationships. In general, the piedmont area above the fall line tends to exhibit a greater 

response to rainfall events. With greater slopes and outcroppings of impermeable rock, mnoff ratios are higher 

for this region. As a result of this greater response, the ability of water to transport suspended soils increases, 

resulting in greater sediment loads especially in areas of exposed soil. T11e geology of Bibb Connty lies within 

two physiographic provinces, the piedmont province and the coastal plain province. The piedmont province 

covers the northern one-third of the county, while the coastal plain province covers the southern two-thirds. 

Between d1e two provinces is a transitional area called the fall-line . Distinct differences exist in d1e geologic 

character between the two provinces. The piedmont province is characterized b y hilly terrain, shallow soil, 

steep-banked creeks, and fast-flowing streams. The surface consists of crystalline rocks (igneous and metamor

phic rocks). Primary rock types in this province include homblende gneiss, biotite gneiss, schist and phyllites. 

Outcrops (rock that is exposed at the land surface) occur in the Ocmulgee River and some creeks. The coastal 

plain province is primarily composed of the Tuscaloosa formation. The sediments are Cretaceous in age and 

may be over 65 million years old. This formation forms a sedimentaty wedge which thickens southward. A 

thickness of approximately 500 feet is reached in d1e soud1em part of the county. The Tuscaloosa formation is 

composed of unconsolidated sediment consisting of light-colored fine to coarse sand, sandy clay, and masses of 

clay (kaoline) . T11e formation is not well-bedded and the clay masses appear as lenses . As a consequence, indi

vidual beds can not be traced vety far. 

East of d1e Ocmulgee River, yoLmg sediments of Eocene age ( 40 million years old) occur. T11ese sediments 

make up the Barnwell formation and consist of massive deep red clayey sand, beds of fuller's eard1, and limited 

beds of limestone. The youngest sediments (Pleistocene age, 0.5 million to 2.5 million years old; and Recent age, 

last 5,000 years) exist as alluvial deposits bordecing d1e Ocmulgee River and some of the larger creeks. They 

consist of unsorted clay, sand and gravels, extending up to two miles on each side of d1e river, and are generally 

less than 40 feet duck. 

Source: Environmental Baseline I nventory for lVIacon-Bibb County 208 Stur!J Area) January 1978 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING CRITERIA 

WATER SUPPLY WATERSHEDS 

Watersheds are geographically defined land areas which form basins where all of the water that lies beneath or 

drains over it reaches the same place. Often the receiving areas include surface water bodies (e.g. lakes, reser

voirs, streams or rivers) . In addition, undergt:ound aquifers and the movement of watet: through them are con

sidet:ed in the watershed identification process. Water supply watersheds, as defined by the Georgia Department 

of Nahual Resources (DNR), are land areas whicl1 serve as a gathering place for a river or stream which is used 

as a supplier of pubhc water. 

Bibb County is fot:tunate to have adequate water supply to provide for the needs of the area, as well as, neighbor

ing counties. Bibb County contains all or part of two watersheds which are cunently being used for water sup

ply. These include the Lucas Lake and the Ocmulgee River water supply watersheds. DNR approved, Som:ce 

Water Assessment Plans (SWAP s) have been developed for eacl1 of tl1e Bibb County water supply watersheds. 

These t:eports are available tluough tl1e DNR and at the Middle Georgia Regional Development Center. In con

ducting tl1e SWAPs, an inventory and analysis of water quahty data is performed, potential sources of contamina

tion are identified, and a susceptibility or tl11:eat of potential pollution determination is made. The following de

scriptions summarize the SWAPs for each of tl1e water supply watersheds. 

Lucas L ake Intake 

The Lucas Lake Intake is located in Bibb and Jones Counties area of tl1e :Niiddle Georgia region and serves tl1e 

residents of tl1e City of Macon. The wate1· source for tlus intake is the Ocmulgee River. This community intake 

provides potable watet: for drinking purposes and otl1er uses for an estimated 128,378 persons. The permit ca

pacity is 110 mgd (million gallons/ day). Portions of the water supply watershed extend into Bibb and Jones 

Counties, botl1 located witlun tl1e Middle Georgia region. No stream segments in this water supply watershed 

have been listed as impaired streams by the State of Georgia. The overall rated water susceptibility score is listed 

as 'medium' in d1e SWAP due to the potential impact of subdivision lift stations and sewerage areas. Continued 

residential development in the watet·shed poses a possible risk of future contamination to dus water supply. 

Ocm ulgee River Intake 

The Ocmulgee River Intake is located in Bibb and Jones Counties area of d1e Middle Georgia region and serves 

tl1e residents of tl1e City of Macon. The water source for d1is intake is d1e Ocmulgee River. Tlus community 
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intake provides potable watet: fm drinking purposes and od1er uses for an estimated 128,378 persons . The per

mit capacity is 110 mgd (million gallons / day). Portions of the water supply watershed extend into Bibb and 

Jones Counties, both located within d1e Middle Georgia region. The nine-mile segment of Falling Creek fmm 

Litde Falling Creek to the Ocmulgee River has been placed on d1e Georgia list of impaired water bodies and is 

considered non-suppmting fm its designated use as a fishable stream. A TMDL implementation plan has been 

developed by the Middle Georgia RDC for dus stream . The overall rated water susceptibility score fm d1e intake 

is listed as 'low' in d1e SWAP. Potential contaminant sources receiving lughest priority status at:e subdivision lift 

stations and sewerage areas. Continued residential development in the watershed poses a possible risk of future 

contamination of this water supply. 

Source: M iddle Georgia Regional Plan 

WETLANDS 

Wedands, as defined by d1e U.S. Environmental Pmtection Agency, generally are lands where satut:ation with wa

tet: is d1e dominant factor deterrnuling the nature of soil development and the types of plant and anunal commu

nities living in d1e soil and on its surface (Cowardin, D ecember 1979). Wedands vary widely because of regional 

and local differences lll soils, topogt:aphy, climate, hydrology, water chemistry, vegetation, and o ther factors, lll

cluding human disturbance. Wedands normally fall into four general categories - marshes, swamps, bogs and 

fens . Marshes are wetlands dominated by soft-stemmed vegetation, while swamps have mostly woody plants. 

Bogs are freshwater wetlands, often formed u1 old glacial lakes, characterized by spongy peat deposits, evergreen 

trees and shmbs, ru1d a floor covered by a thick carpet of sphagnum moss. Fens ru·e freshwater peat-fonnillg wet

lru1ds covered mostly by grasses, sedges, reeds and wildflowers. 

In an effort to pmtect wetlands throughout the U .S., EPA has a number of programs for wetland conservation, 

restmation, and m01utoring. EPA, along wid1 d1e U .S. Army Corps of Engu1eers (Corps), establishes environ

mental standards for reviewing permits for discharges du t affect wetlands, such as residential development, roads, 

and levees. Under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, d1e Corps issues permits that meet environmental stan

dards (aftet: allowing d1e public to comment). Wedands in Bibb County were identified by tl1e U.S. Army Corps 

of Engineers and tl1e U.S. Environmental Pmtection Agency (EPA) . Besides identifymg d1e wetlands in tl1e 

County, d1ese two agencies also developed the protective legislation tor tl1em. While d1e aim of tl1ese agencies is 

fm d1e preservation of wetlands, it is also a concern of tl1e Macon-Bibb Cow1ty Planning & Zoning Commission. 

The Commission is committed to protecting tl1ese areas so that they remain in theit: natural state for d1e en joy

ment of future generations. The wetlands in tl1e City of Macon and Bibb Cmmty, Gemgia are indispensable and 
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fragile nat:w:al resources with significant development constraints due to flooding, erosion, and soils limitations. 

In their nat:w:al state, wetlands serve man and nature. They provide habitat areas for fish, wildlife and vegetation; 

water quality maintenance and control; flood control; erosion control; nat:w:al resmuce education; scientific study; 

and open space and recreational opportunities. In addition, tl1e wise management of forested wetlands is essential 

to tl1e economic well being of many communities witlun tl1e state of Georgia. 

Nationally, a considerable number of tl1ese important resources have been lost or impaired by drailung, dredging, 

filling excavating, building, pollution and other acts, piecemeal or cumulative losses will, over time, destroy addi

tional wetlands damaging or destroying wetlands threatens public safety and tl1e general welfare. Witlun Macon 

and Bibb County, numerous wetlands provide many benefits. The wetlands not only act as filters for runoff pollu

tion before it reaches tl1e water supply, but also provide a habitat for many arlimal species. The existing wetlands 

are typically tl1e last homes in tl1e south for endangered wildlife and plant life. 

Figure 4.1 is a generalized map of Bibb County's existing wetlands. 
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Wetlands Figure 4.1 
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GROUNDWATER RECHARGE AREAS 

Recharge area is defined as any portion of the earth's surface, where water in.filtrates into the ground to replenish 

an aquifer. An aquifer means any stratum or zone of rock beneath the surface of the earth capable of containing 

or producing water from a well. Significant recharge areas are those areas mapped by the Department of Natural 

Resources in H ydrologic Atlas 18 (1989 edition) . Mapping of recharge areas is based on outcrop area, litl1alogy, 

soil type and thicb1ess, slope, density of lithologic contacts, geologic structure, tl1e presence of karst, and poten

tiometric surfaces. Significant recharge areas are as follows: 

(i) In the Piedmont, rocks l1ave little primaty porosity, with most groundwater being stored in the overlying 
soils. TI1e significant recharge areas are tl1ose with thicker soils. Field mapping indicates that thick soils in 
the Piedmont and Blue Ridge are characterized by a density of two (2) or more geologic contacts per four 
( 4) square miles (Source: 1976 1:500,000 Geologic Map of Georgia and slopes lower than eight (8) per
cent.) 

(.ii) In tl1e Coastal Plain, the signit!cant recharge areas are the surface outcroppings of the large and extensively 
used drinking water aquifers (e.g. , the Floridian, the Clayton, etc.) and soils having permeability according 
to the 1976 1:750,000 Soils Association Map of Georgia. 

The following criteria pursuant to O .G.C.A. 12-2-8 shall apply in signitlcant recharge areas such as: 

a) No permits for new sanitaty landfills not having synthetic liners and leachate collection systems shall be is
sued; 

b) No permits for the land disposal of hazardous wastes shall be issued; 
c) Permanent st01:mwater intlltration basins shall not be constmcted in areas having high pollution susceptibil

ity. 

The groundwater and aquifer conditions vaty significantly witllin d1e Macon-Bibb County area. TI1ese variations 

are closely related to tl1e geological and hydrological environments. 

Water in tl1e northern part of Bibb County is obtained from wells sunk into tl1e underlying Clystalline rocks. 

These w ells are generally 30 inches in diameter and up to 60 feet deep. The quality of tl1e water is good and 

yields do not greatly exceed 20 gallons per minute. In tl1e area immediately surrounding lviacon, good aquifer 

conditions for d1e wid1drawal of groundwater are limited . This is primarily due to local dlin sand beds d1at can

not store signilicant quantities of water. Soutl1ward through Bibb County, tl1ese sand beds tlucken and good 

aquifer conditions are abundant, resulting in an increased availability of water. These wells may be greater tl1ru1 

100 feet deep and may yield from 50 to many hundreds of gallons of water per nlinute. Some wells that are only 

2 inches in diameter are less tl1an 70 feet deep supply tl1e few gallons of water per minute yields needed for do-
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mestic requirements. The recharge areas will be protected in the future through the intended expansion of the 

J\!Iacon Water Authority's sewer system throughout the County. By providing more sewer lines in all portions of 

the County, there will be a limited need for new developments with private water wells and septic systems. This 

in tum will protect the ground water rechru:ge areas from potential septic tank seepage. Figure 4.2 displays the 

Groundwater Recharge area for Macon-Bibb County. 

Source: Georgia Dept. if Natural Resources 
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Groundwater Recharge Areas Figure 4.2 
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RIVER CORRIDOR PROTECTION 

Tiie Gemgia Department of Natural Resources developed the Mowitain and River Corridor Protection Act that 

requires local governments to address river corridm protection criteria in their comprehensive plans. These crite

ria apply to all perennial rivers and streams h aving an average annual flow of at least 400 cubic feet per second. 

Within Macon and Bibb County, only the Ocmulgee River is subject to the river protection criteria. The Ocmul

gee River is a valuable natural resources in the Middle Georgia area . It flows north to south through the County 

and supplies the area with most of its drinking water. It is also a source for outdom recreation and provides 

homes for much of the local wildlife and endangered species. The Ocmulgee River is described as a "protected 

river," as defined by the Mountain and River Corridor Protection Act, ru1d therefme preserving it is impmtant as 

a nahual resource. 

TI1e land area on either side of a river is often called the "buffer" and is importruit in preserving ru1d protecting 

the quality of the river. The buffer is a designated section along the riverbank where the natural vegetation is left 

lllltouched. Tiie act defines a buffer of 100 feet on either side of the river, beginning at the top of the river banks. 

This buffer helps to maintain water quality by acting as a tllter between the river and stmm water mnoft~ which 

may contain pollutants that would be detrimental to the health, safety and well being of the community at large. 

In Febmaty 1994, the City of Macon ruid Bibb County adopted a river con:idm protection plan. Included in this 

plan was the recomm endation that die Comprehensive Land Development Resolution be amended to provide the 

needed protection of the river cmridor. In November 1996 the Commission approved an amendment to the 

Comprehensive Land D evelopment Resolution to provide fm a river protection overlay district for certain areas 

adjacent to that portion of the Ocmulgee River that traverses Bibb County. Figure 4.3 displays the river protec

tion area commencing at the Spring Street Bridge, running south to die nmthern pmtion of Central City Park. 
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River Corridor Protection Figure 4.3 
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PROTECTED MOUNTAINS 

Bibb County contains no mountains that are protected under the Georgia Mow1tain and River Corridor Protec

tion Act of 1991. 

OTHER ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE AREAS 

WATER QUALITY 

When we turn on our faucet and fill a glass of water, we expect that what comes out will be clean. Do we ever 

wonder where the water comes from and what it took to make it clean enough to drink? Many of us remember 

when we could go to a local stream or river and jump in and swim, or sit at the river's edge and throw in our fish

ing pole and brag when we got home of how many fish we caught. Would we do that today? Many of u s would 

have to answer no. H owever, we h ave a desire for our children and grandchildren to have the same opportunity 

to enjoy these same waters to fish and swim like we did when we were younger. Below is an overview of what is 

being done at the state and local levels to help make the waters in our region safe for drinking, fishing, and swim-

mmg. 

Water Monitoring/Impaired Streams and TMDLs 

On an evety five-year cycle, the State of Georgia Department of Natural Resources-Environmental Protection 

Division conducts cl1emical and biological testing in the variou s watershed basins in the State. Within the Macon/ 

Bibb County Area, there is one major region, which is called the Ocmulgee. The Department of Natural Re

sources also accepts water quality monitoring data from various other state and federal agencies and universities 

provided DNR's stringent water quality monitoring standards are met. The State of Georgia has specit!c quality 

standards for over 100 different chemicals, nutrients and pathogens that can be found in the State's stream s. T o 

test the biotic life of the stream, d1e DNR-Wildlife Resources Division has devised an "index" to determine the 

stream's ability to support biotic life. When a stream fails one or more of d1ese standards or the biotic index is 

either poor or very poor, d1e stream is considered "impaired" and is placed on the U.S. Environmental Protection 

Agency's "303 (d) list. " There are two chssifications of impairment; partially supporting and non-supportiug d1e 

use of d1e stream. 

Table 4.1lists d1ose streams on d1e final 2002 303 (d) list. 
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TI1e Clean Water Act requires that for any impaired stream, a TNIDL must be prepared. TMDL (Total Maximum 

D aily Load) means that a stream can only handle a certain amount of pollutant in order for it to meet state water 

quality standards. If .it .is handling too much, then that pollutant must be reduced. In some cases, such as sedi

m ent, no more load can enter into the stream. ThiDLs have been completed for all the impaired stream seg

ments in the Ocmulgee and Oconee River Basin.s that were on the 2000 303 (d) list. T11DLs will have to be pre

pared for any new stream segment added in 2002 and 2004. 

ThiDLs done for the Biota impacted streams indicate that the cause of the biota problem is sediment. P ossible 

sources of sediment are: erosion from crop and pasture land, unpaved roadways, timber hruvesti.ng, land distur

bance activities form urban activity, and legacy sediment caused by poor farming and timber activities of the past. 

TNIDLs completed for fecal coliform viol ations indicate the following possible sources: wildlife, illegal dumping 

of animal verea in the streams, livestock grazing, misapplication of manure applied to pasuueland and cropland, 

failme of septic systems, and urban development. Followin g the development of the TMDLs, implementation 

plans were prepared by the Georgia Department of Natural Resources or the Middle Georgia Regional D evelop

ment Center under contract with D NR. These implen1entation pla.tls outlined the existing regulatmy and volun

taty actions in place, new regnlatmy and voluntaty actions to be enacted by the stakeholders, a timetable to enact 

the new actions, and a stream monitoring plan. Tius is intended to meet the pollutant load reduction tru·gets set 

forth in the TMDL. 

Source Water Assessment Plans 

The Amendments to the Federal Safe D rinking Water Act has brought about a new approach to ensuring safe 

a.t1d clean drinking water served by public water supplies--advocating prevention of contamination. The U.S. EPA 

is requiring all states to develop and submit comprehensive source water assessment plans for all source water 

intakes . The Georgia Department of Natural Resources-Environmental Protection Division contracted with the 

Middle Georgia RDC to prepare SWAPs for five water source intakes in the Middle Georgia region-

Milledgeville-Lamar H am and James E . Baugh, Eatonton-Little River, and Forsyth-Rocky Creek and Tobeso&ee 

Rese1voir. In addition to these SWAPs, d1e .NLddle Georgia RDC was contracted by the Macon Water Aud10rity 

to prepare SWAPs for d1eir Ocmulgee River and Lucas Lake intakes and by the Sinclair Water Authority for d1eir 

proposed intake on Lake Sinclair. The SWAP study area includes an inner-management zone (seven-mile radius 

of the intake) and an outer-management zone (20-mile radius of d1e intake). TI1e SWAP process is divided into 

duee sections: (1) inventmy and analysis of water quality data; (2) identification o f potential sources of contami

nation; and (3) establishment of overall water supply watershed susceptibility rankings. For the identification of 
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potential sources of contamination, the State DNR-EPD provides a list to be inventoried and includes 

daity,poultty, hog and cattle operations, airports, fuel facilities/ underground storage tanks, mines/ quarries, power 

plants, oil and gas pipelines, railways adjacent to or crossing over streams, roads adjacent to or bridges crossing 

streams, to na1ne a few. 

Table 4.1 

Streams in the Macon/Bibb County Area on the Final 2002 303 ( d List 
Violation Desig-
nation (Partially 

Waterbody Name Location Basin Water Use Classi- Criterion Vio- or Non-

fication lated Supporting Use 

Colaparchee Creek Upstream Lake Wildwood Fishing Biota Partially Sup-
(Monroe/ Bibb Co.) porting 

Ocmulgee 
Ocmulgee River W alnut Creek to Tobe- Ocmulgee Fishing Fish Consum- Partially Sup-

sofkee Creek (Bibb Co.} tion Guidelines porting 
Ocmulgee River Tobesofkee Creek to E ch e- Ocmulgee Fishing Fecal Coliform, Partially Sup--

connee Creek (Bibb/ Fish Consump- porting 
Twiggs Co.) tion Guidelines 

Rocky Creek Upstream Lake Wildwood Ocmulgee Fishing Biota Partially Sup-
(Monroe/ Bibb Co.) porting 

Roch-y Creek 1 mi. u/ s Roch.l' Creek Rd. Ocmulgee Fishing Fecal Coliform Partially Sup-
to Tobesofkee Creek, porting 

Macon (Bibb Co.) 
Tobesofkee Creek Lake Tobesofkee to Roch-y Ocmulgee F ishing F ecal Coliform Partially Sup-

Creek porting 
Walnut Creek H eadwaters to O cmulgee Ocmulgee Fishing Biota, Fecal Not Supporting 

River Qones/ Bibb Co.) Coliform 

Using a med1odology developed by d1e State DNR-EPD, eacl1 potential contaminant somce was ranked based on 

its susceptibility of impacting tl1e water source intake. Using these rankings, tl1e overall susceptibility rankings 

were derived . Below is tl1e overall intake susceptibility for d1e eight intakes. 

1. Lamar Ham (Milledgeville) - Medium 
2. James E. Baugh (Milledgeville) -Medium 
3. Little River (Eatonton) - Low 
4. Rocky Creek (Forsyth) - Medimn 
5. Tobesofkee Reservoi.r: (Forsyth) - Low 
6. Ocmulgee River (MWA) - Low 
7. Lucas Lake (MW A) -Medium 
8. Lake Sinclair (SWA)- Low 

TI1ere were several potential contaminant sources that received a high susceptibility rating and tl1ey were: 



1. Ham Intake- Eatonton East WPCP, Eatonton West WPCP; City of Eatonton sewer area, City of Milledgeville 
sewer lines along Tabler Creek and Oconee River 

2. Baugh Intake - Same as H am intake 
3., Little River Intake - Green Gable Daily Farm 
4. Rocky Creek Intake - George Green Daily Farm and MP Pouluy 
5. Tobesofkee Reservoir Intake- None 
6. Ocmulgee River Intake - River North Subdivision lift stations and sewer area 
7. Lucas Lake Intake - Same as Ocmulgee River intake 
8. Lake Sinclair Intake- Eatonton East WPCP, Eatonton Sewer Area 

Georgia's Envirorunental Planning Criteria 

In 1989, the Georgia General Assembly passed into law the Georgia Planning Act. In Part V of the Act, the 

Georgia Department of Natural Resources was given the responsibility of developing minimum standm·ds and 

procedures for the protection of the following natural resources: wetlands, groundwater recharge areas, and water 

supply watersheds. Protected river corridors, such as tl1e Ocmulgee, Oconee, and Flint and mountains were 

added in 1991. The Planning Act mandates t:l1at every local goverument comply with these minimum protection 

standards that apply to the five resources that: are located in t:l1eir jurisdiction in order to maintain the local gov

ernment's Qualitl.ed Local Government: certification. Every local government: in d1e region has adopted their re

spective environmental criteria ordinance wit:l-1 t:l-1e exception of Monroe County and the City of Warner Robins. 

These two jurisdictions must: adopt t:l1eir ordinances by October 2006 and June 2005, respectively. 

Georgia NPDES Stormwater Management Program 

The Georgia Department: of Natural Resources established a NPDES construction storm water general permit 

system t:l1at became effective August 2003. TI1ere are t:lnee types of permittees involved in this process: (1) Pri

mary- owners, general contractors and operators of a project; (2) Secondary- individual builders, utility compa

tues, and utility contractors within common developments; and (3) Terti:uy - individual builders within a surface 

water drainage area where t:l1e primary permittee has submitted a notice of termination for the surface water area. 

There are also t:lu·ee types of general storm water pernlits: (1) Stand Alone - intended fo.r sites t:l1at have no secon

dary permittees that are infrastructure projects, i.e. convenience stores, st:t:.ip malls; (2) Infrastructure - intended 

for linear projects constructed by utilities or infrastructure contractors, i.e. road construction; transmission of 

electricity, gas, water, and sewer; and (3) Common Development - intended for construction activities wit:l1 secon

daty and t:ertiaty p ermittees, i.e. residential subdivisions, malls without parcels. To be covered under a general 

construction storm water permit, several items are needed from t:l1e permittees: (1) complete Notice of Intent 

(NOI); (2) develop and implement: an Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan; and (3) submit a No

tice of Termination when the project: is completed and site meets t:l1e defitution of final stabilization. The general 
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storm water permits apply to all sites or common developments which disturb 1 .0 acre of ground or greater, in

cluding smaller tracts within a common devdopment that is larger than one acre where storm water may leave the 

site. There is $80 per disturbed acre fee that is charged by EPD if the project is not regulated by a Local Issuing 

Authority. If a Local Issuing Authority (City or County) is involved in the permitting process, $40 per disturbed 

acre goes to the City or County and $40 per disturbed acre goes to EPD. 

Bibb County and the City of Macon participate in the Federal Phase 1 NPDES (National Pollutant Discharge 

Elimination System) Municipal Stormwater (MS4-Mun..icipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems) Perrnitting Program. 

The primat.y objective of this Program is to control and mon..itor stormwater pollutant discharge in the streams 

with the City of Macon and Bibb Cow1ty. In thell.· permit application to the Georgia Department of Natural Re

sources-Environmenta.l Protection Division, the City and County identified the measures they would undertake to 

meet this objective. 

There are several communities in the i\!Iiddle Georgia region that have been required to participate in the F ederal 

Phase II NPDES Small Municipal Stormwater (MS4s) Pennitting Program. These communities are: Centenrille, 

Payne City, Warner Robins, Houston County, Jones County, and Peach County. Each commmlity is required to 

devdop, implement, and enforce a Storm Water Management Program (SWi\!IP) for the portion of their jurisdic

tion that is witllin tl1e MS4s program a~·ea. SWi\!IP must address tl1e following six "minimum control measures. 

Public Education and Outreach on Storm Water Impacts, 
Public Participation/ Involvement, 

Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination, 
Constmction Site Storm Water Runoff Control, 

Post Construction Storm Water Management in New Development ru1d 
Redevelopment, and 

Pollution Prevention/ Good Housekeeping for Municipal Operations. 

For tl1ese six minimum control measures, the co~nlliuty identifies any storm water problems known to exist 

within its jurisdiction. Once tills is completed, best man.agement practices (BMPs) are selected and measurable 

goals set to address each problem. 

Source: Middle Georgia Regional Plan 

STEEP SLOPES 
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Description: 

COASTAL RESOURCES 

Description: 

FLOOD PLAINS 

Floodplains are generally considered areas of notmally dty laud bordering a river or stream, which has a probabil

ity of Hooding. The Flood H azard areas are often called the 1 00-year floodplain, which is that patt of the flood

plain that has a one-percent chance of a flood in any given year. D evelopment in the Hood hazard areas should be 

hmited fm· sevet·.a1 reasons. First, the 1·estriction of development in such areas protects life and propetty. This was 

illustrated during the Hood of 1994. Second, flood hazard areas provide a nahual storage area for stmm water in 

times of heavy mnoff. This limits the severity of Hooding in areas that are important within the sh1dy area. Flood 

hazard areas present the greatest constraints for development in areas along Tobesofkee Creek. The Industrial, 

Cochran Shmt Route, Airport, H artley Bridge, and Lizella/ Fulton l\!Iill Sectors also face great constraints upon 

their development. This is a result of large areas of land lying in tl1.e flood hazard area. The main limitation of 

development in the 100-year flood plain is the adoption of Hood plain regulations by tl1.e City and County. These 

regulations do not necessarily prohibit development but do greatly increase tl1.e cost of development in tl1.e 100-

year flood plain. Neither the City nor d1.e County has prohibited development entirely from the floodplain. Nei

ther the City nor County has overtly encomaged development in tl1.e floodplain. However, if a development can 

meet tl1e stringent requirements of the local, state and federal govemments, the Water Authority in all probability 

would be able to provide service. An example would be tl1e two relocations of Rocky Creek nortl1 and soud1. of 

Eisenhower Parkway to allow for expansion of tl1.e Macon Mall and tl1.e new shopping center next to Macon V 0 

Tech. Figure 4.4 displays the 100-year floodplain for 1\IIacon-Bibb County. 
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100 Year Floodplain Figure 4.4 
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SOILS 
Soil plays a vital role in sustaining human welfare and assuring future agricultural productivity and enviromnental 

stability. Specific soils may act as a limiting facto for certain land uses. There are 11 (eleven) different soil associa

tions within Bibb County. These associations classify the soils into major groups within similar characteristics. 

Within each soil association, the soils are mapped in more refined muts called soil series. The land area of Bibb 

County (approximately 162,000 acres) contains 41 different soil series identified in the Soil Conservation Study. 

These soil series are characteristic of piedmont and coastal plain areas. The characteristics of the soils have an influ

ence on development; soils and their cl1aracteristics can increase construction costs, create drainage problems, cause 

erosion and sedimentation problems, and prevent the use of septic tanks. The impact that the soils have on devel

opment will be taken into account when developing future land uses for the County. Soil associations in Macon

Bibb County having high suitability for urban development are the Norfolk-Orangeburg, Orangeburg-Faceville, and 

Vaucluse-Cowarts-Ailey associations. These associations present no major problems to development. Soil associa

tions having intermediate suitability for urban development are Vauclus-Lakeland, Lakeland-Ailey, Cowarts

Norfolk-Fuquay, Cecil-Davidson, and Wilkes-Vance. These associations have moderate to severe erosion prob

lems. Larger lots are needed for septic tanks due to slow subsoil percolation; however, such problems can usually 

be overcome through paper engineering techniques. Soil associations having low suitability for urban development 

Cecil-Vance and Vance-Helena-Wilkes . These associations have moderate to severe erosion problems, slow subsoil 

percolation, and shrink-well problems. These problems, especially those of shrink-well, are more difficult to over

come even with proper engineering practices. The Chewacla-Congaree-Hydraquents association is located in. the 

t1oodplain areas of Macon-Bibb County. Development on this association should be extremely limited because of 

potential severe Hooding conditions. Macon-Bibb County has many ditierent types of soil of which some are very 

consistent and safe to build on and others are not. A list of soils in the City and County are included on the follow

ing pages, their classifications and recommended uses. Following the soil classification and building site develop

ment Table 4.2, is a table that shows the acres and proportion of soil types commonly fmmd within Bibb County, 

Table 4.3. 

Below is the key for the terms used within the Soil Classifications and Building Site D evelopment. 

• Slight-Lmitation indicates that soil properties generally are favorable for the specified use; any lirnitations is 
minor and easily overcome. 

• Moderate- Limitations indicates that soil properties and site features are unfavorable for the specified use, but 
the limitations can be overcome or minimized by special planning and design. 

• Severe- Limitations indicates that one or more soil propetties or site features are so unfavorable or difficult to 
overcome that a major increase in constmction effort , special design, or intensive maintenance is required. 

Source: 2015 Macon~ Bibb Coun!J Comprehensive Plan 
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*Areas ojJvatergreater than 40 acres tota/2,375 acres. These areas are not included in the table. Source: The soil surory of Bibb Counry, Gemgia 

S 011rce: 2015 M acon - Bibb Coun!J Corl'lprehensive Plan 

PLANT AND ANIMAL HABITATS 

Flora 

Bibb County is ve1y fortunate to h ave an abundance of trees that are important for several environmental rea

sons. They help to prevent emsion by breaking the velocity of falling raindrops. Their mot system holds the soil 

together to prevent further erosion and they act as a physical barrier to reduce the velocity runoff. The leaf mat

ter on tbe ground increases the absorption capacity of the soil by holding excess water until the soil can absorb 

the water. TI1.e trees provide shade to reduce temperatures. They release oxygen, carbon dioxide and water va

por into the atmosphere. TI1.e leaves act as filters for dust and help to absorb noise. Trees provide the essential 

habitat for m any birds and animals . 

TI1.e tree species are the only plants listed within the Table 4.4 because they are the largest and most permanent 

plants. Though smaller tlora species are important in the natural environment, they can be replaced much more 

quickly than trees. The smaller flora species are so numerous that a list of all flora species would be au entire 

report . A complete list of the tree species that exist in Bibb County is shown below. Only one known species 

of endangered plants is found in the region. This is a small fern that has been found on Brown 's Mountain. 
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Table 4.2 

Soil Classifications and Building S1'te Development 

Soil Name Shallow E xcavations Dwellings w / o Basements D wellingsw/ Small Commercial Local Roads and 

Basetnents Buildings Streets 

AgB~Ailey Slight Slight Slight Moderate Slope Slight 

CeB~Cecil Moderate Too Clayey Slight Slight Moderate Slope Moderate Low Strength 

CeC, CeD~Cecil Moderate Too Clayey Moderate Slope Moderate Slo pe Severe Slope Moderate Low Strength 

CeuC Moderate Slight Slight Moderate Slope JVloderate Low Strength 

CK Severe Floods Severe Floods Severe Floods Severe Floods Severe Floods 

co Severe Floods Severe Floods Severe Floods Severe Floods Severe Floods 

CwB Moderate Wetness Moderate \Vetness Moderate \Vetness Slight Slight 

CwC Moderate Wetness Moderate Wetn ess Moderate \1Uetuess Moderate Slope Slight 

DgB Moderate Too Clayey Slight Slight Moderate .Moderate Low Strength 

DhC2, D hD 2 Moderate too Clayey Moderate Slope Moderate Slo pe Severe Slope Moderate Low Strength 

FdA,FdB Moderate Too Clayey Slight Slight Slight Moderate Low Strength 

FdC Moderate Too Clayey Slight Slight Moderate Slope 1\'loderate Low Strength 

FsB Slight Slight Slight Sligh t Sligh t 

FsC Slight Slight Sligh t Moderate Slope Slight 

Gr Severe Floods Severe Floods Severe Floods Severe Floods Severe Floods 

H yB Severe T oo Clayey Severe Shrink Severe Severe Severe 

H yC Severe Too Clayey Severe Severe Severe Severe 

H Z Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe 

LaC Severe Sligh t Sligh t Moderate Slope Slight 

LaD Severe Cutbanks Moderate Slope Moderate Slope Severe Slope Moderate Slope 

N hA,NhB Slight Sligh t Slight Slight Slight 

OcA, OcB Slight Sligh t Sligh t Slight Slight 

OcC Slight Sligh t Slight Slight Slight 

OcuC Slight Sligh t Slight Moderate Slope Slight 

Os Severe Floods Severe Floods Severe Floods Severe Floods Severe Floods 

VaB Severe Too Clayey Severe Low Strength Severe Low Strength Severe Low Strength Severe 

VaC, VBD 2 Severe T oo Clayey Severe Low Strength Severe Low Strength Severe Slope Severe 

VeC Slight Sligh t Sligh t Moderate Slope Slight 

VeD Moderate Slope Moderate Slope Moderate Slope Moderate Slo pe Moderate Slope 

VuC Slight Sligh t Sligh t Slight Slight 

WvC Moderate D epth to Rock Sligh t Moderate D epth to Rock Moderate Slope Slight 

WvD Moderate D epth to Rock Moderate Slope Moderate Slope Severe Slope Moderate Slope 
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ACREAGE AND PROPORTIONATE EXTENT OF THE SOILS IN BIBB COUNTY* 
Mao Svmbol Soil Name Acres Percent 

AgB Ailey loamy sand, 2 to 6% slopes 5,160 3.2 
CeB Cecil sandy loam, 2 to 6% slopes 4,490 2.8 
CeC Cecil sandy loam, 6 to 10% slopes 5,865 3.6 
CeD Cecil sandy loam, 10 to 17% slopes 6,460 4.0 
CeuC Cecil-Urban land complex, 2 to 10% slopes 4,890 3.0 

CK Chewacla association 23,965 14.7 
Co Congaree silt loam 4,630 2.8 

CwB Cowarts sandy loam, 2 to 5% slopes 6,965 4.3 

ewe Cowarts sandy loam, 5 to 8% slopes 3,400 2.1 
DgB Davidson loam, 2 to 6% slopes 1,760 l.l 

DhC2 Davidson clay loam, 6 to 10% slopes 1,865 1.1 
DhD2 Davidson clay loam, 10 to 17% slopes, eroded 845 0.5 
FdA Faceville sandy foam, 0 to 2% slopes 720 0.4 
FdB Faceville sandy loam, 2 to 5% slopes 1,050 0.6 
FdC Faceville sandy foam, 5 to 8% slopes 200 0. 1 
FsB Fuquay loamy sand, 1 to 5% slopes 2,420 1.5 
FsC Fuquay loamy sand, 5 to 8% slopes 665 0.4 
Gr Grady sandy foam 5 10 0.3 

HyB Helena sandy loam, 2 to 6% slopes 2,080 1.3 
HyC Helena sandy loam, 6 to 10% slopes 2,900 1.8 
HZ Hydraquents 2,575 1.6 
LaC Lakeland sand, 2 to 8% slopes 4,560 2.8 
LaD Lakeland sand, 8 to 17% slopes 1,540 0.9 

NhA Norfolk sandy loam; 0 to 2% slopes 2,740 1.7 
NhB Norfolk sandy loam, 2 to 5% slopes 7,415 4.6 
OeA Orangeburg sandy loam, 0 to 2% slopes 895 0.6 
OeB Orangeburg sandy loam, 2 to 5% slopes 3,860 2.4 
OeC Orangeburg sandy loam, 5 to 8% slopes 1,090 0.7 
OeD Orangeburg sandy loam, 8 to 12% slopes 625 0.4 

OeuC Orangeburg-urban land complex, 0 to 8% slopes 3,360 2. 1 
Os Osier loamy sand 3,110 1.9 
Pt Pits 1,010 0.6 

UD Urban Land 3,675 2.3 
VaB Vance sandy foam, 2 to 6% slopes 2,790 1.7 
VaC Vance sandy loam, 6 to 10% slopes 4,500 2.8 

VbD2 Vance sandy clay loam, 10 to 17% slopes, eroded 6,575 4.0 
Vee Vaucluse foamy sand, 4 to 8% slopes 2 215 1.4 
VeD Vaucluse loamy sand, 8 to 17% slopes 10,250 6.4 
Vue Vaucluse-Urban land complex, 2 to 8% slopes 9,245 5.7 
VuD Vaucluse-Urban land complex, 8 to 15% slopes 2,615 1.6 
WvC Wilkes gravelly sandy loam, 5 to 10% slopes 2,030 1.2 
WvD Wilkes gravelly sandy loam, 10 to 17% slopes 4,955 3.0 

Total 162,560 100 

-

Ta
ble 
4.3 
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Common Name Scientific N am e Common H abitat 

Ash, Green Fra.:<ci..rous Penosylva.nnia Fertile Moist Soils 

Ash, \Vhite Frax.imus Americana Fertile Moist Soils 

Baldcypress Taxodium distichum River Swamps 

Beech, American Fagus Grandifolia Along Swamp s 

Birch , River Betula Nigra c Stream Banks 

Boxelder Acer Nequndo Along Stream 

Catalpa, Southern Catalpa Bignonoides Along Streams 

Cedar, Eastern Red Juniperus Vu:giniana Limestone Ridges 

Cherry, Black Prunus Serotina D eep Rich Soils 

Chinkapin, Allegheny Costanea Pumila D ry Sandy Soils 

Cottonwood, Eastern Poplus D eltoides Along Streams 

Crab Apple Malus Corona.ria 

D ogwood, Flowering Comus Florida c Fertile Well D rained Soils 

Elm, American Ulmus Americana Fertile Soils Along Streams 

Elm, Slippery Ulmus Rubra Stream Banks 

Elm, Winged Ulm us Alta Dry Gravelly Uplands 

Hackbeny, Common Celtis Tenuifola Hillsides 

Hawthorne Cratagus Along Streams & Open Field 

Hickory, Bitternut Ca.rya Cordiformis Along Streams & Swamps 

Hickory, Carolina Carya Ca.rolinae FlatWoods 

Hickory,11ockernut Ca.ryaT omentcsa c Well Drained Soils 

Hickory, Pignut Ca.rys Glabra c Poor Soils 

Hickory, Red Ca.rysOvalis c Fertile Soils on Hillsides 

I-Lckory, Sand Ca.rya Pallida Sandy Soils 

Hickory, Shagbark Ca.rys Ovata Along Streams 

Holly, American llex Opaca Fertile Moist Soils 

Hophornbream, Eastern Ostrya Virginiana Stream Banks 

Hornbeam, American Caprinus Ca.rolinia.oa Along Streams 

Locust, Black Robina pseudoacacia Hillsides 

Locust, Honey Gleditsia Triacand1os Along Streams 

Magnolia, Big leaf Magnolia Macrophylla .Moist Soils 

.Magnolia, Southern Magnolia Gra.odillora Streams & Swamps 

Magnolia, Sweetbay Magnolia Virginia.na .Moist Soils 

.Magnolia, Umbrella Magnolia T ripetula Along Streams 
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Maple, Chalk Acer Leucoderme Highsides 

Maple, Florida Acer Barba tum Hardwood Stands 

Maple, Red AcerRubrum 

Mimosa Albizia Julibrissen c 
Mulberry, Red Jvioms Rubra Fertile Soils 

Oak, Laurel Quercus Laurifoha Along Streams 

Oak, Black Quercus Velutina Uplands 

Oak, Blackjack Quercus Marilandica Poor Dry Soils 

Oak, Northern Quercus Rubra Fertile Soils 

Oak, Overcup Quercus Lyrata Streams & Swamps 

Oak, Post Quercus Stellate Dry Sandy Soils 

Oak, Scadet Quercus Coccinea Dry Sandy Soils 

Oak, Shumard Quercus Shumardii Fertile Soils 

Oak, Southern Red Quercus Falcata Uplands 

Oak, Swamp Chestnut Quercus Michauxii Streams & Swamps 

Oak, Water Quercus Nigra Stream Banks 

Oak, \Xlhite Quercus Alba Rich Moist Soils 

Oak, Willow Quercus Phellos Flats on Coastal Plain 

Peach Pranus Persica Orchards 

Pecan Carya Illinoensis Orchards 

Persimmon Diospyros Virginiana Well Drained Soils 

Pine, Loblolly Pineus Taeda c Uplands 

Pine, Longleaf Pinus Palustris Dry Sandy Soil 

Pine, Pond Pinus Serot:ina Swamps 

Pine, Shordeaf Pinus Ecl1inata c Clay Soils 

Pine, Slash Pinus Elloitt:ii Moist Sandy Soils 

Pine, Spruce Pinus Glabra Wet Sandy Soils 

Poplar, Yell ow Liriodendron Tuhpifera c D eep Fertile Moist Soils 

Redbud, Eastern Cercis Canadensis Fertile Soils 

Sassaftas Sassaftas Albidum Dry Soil 

Serviceberry, Downy Amelanchier Arborea Along Streams 

Silverbell, Carolina Halesia Carolina Stream Banks & Hillsides 

Sourwood Oxydendrum Arboreum Fertile Soils 

Sugar berry Celtis Lavigata Swamps 

Sweetbay Magnolia Virginiana Streams & Swamps 

Sweetgum Liguidambar Styraciflua c Along Streams & Swamps 

Sycamore, American Platanus Occidentalis Stream Bank 

Tulip Tree, Yellow Poplar Liriodendron Tulipifera c D eep Fertile 

Tupelo, Swamp Nyssa Sylvat:icia Biflora Along Streams 

Tupelo, Black Nyssa Sylvat:icia Swamps 

Walnut, Black Juglans Nigra Fertile Soils 

Willow, Black Salix Nigra Steam B:111ks 
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Table 4.4 TREES 
Wildlife In Macon-Bibb County 

Bibb County is forhmate in having many species of mammals, birds, reptiles, amphibians and fish. Bibb County 

contains a variety of habitats due to die Fall Line mnning du·ough it. The habitat varies, from the upland pines 

and hardwood commons to the Piedmont, to the extensive Ocmulgee River Swamp common to the Coastal 

Plain. 

Because Bibb County is a transitional area for the natural habitats, the extremes in habitats afford a greater diver

sity of species than can be found either farther north into the Piedmont or farther south into the Coastal Plain .. 

Consequently, it is important that each habitat type be prese1ved so that future generations can enjoy the natural 

wildlife tl1at now exists in tl1e County. 

Mammals 

Mammals are abundant in Bibb County due in part because no open hunting season is permitted within the 

County. Migration, by die larger mammals, in and out of tl1e County to adjacent counties where hunting is per

mitted, stabilizes the mammal population. The mammal species list, Table 4 .5 on the fo llowing page, was com

piled witli the assistance of Professor T.P. H aines (Biology Department, Mercer University and Mr. Wayne 

Thomaston (Georgia Fish and Game Commission) . Both Professor Haines and Dr. Thomaston have lived and 

worked in tl1e Macon-Bibb area for years and are extremely familiar with the area's fauna. The latest possible addi

tion to tl1e list is d1e coyote. 
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Table 4.5 MAMMAL HABITATS 

Species Comn1on Open Upland Pure Bottomland Field \"{later Pine Human Forest/ Field 

Fields Fields Pine H ardwood Succession H ardwood Habitation Edges 

Opposum c X X X X X X X X X 
Southeastern Shrew X X X 
Shortta.il Shrew c X X X X 
Least Shrew X X X X 
EastemMole c X X X X X X X X 
Little Brown Myotis Bat X X X 
Mississippi Mvotis Bat X X X 
Silver H aired Bat X X X 
Eastern Pipistrel Bat X X X 
Red Bat X X X X X 
BiBrown Bat c X X X X X 
HoaJ.y Bat X X X X X 
Seminole Bat X X X X X 
Evening Bat X X X X X 
Eastem Yellow Bat X X 
Eastern BiK-ea.red Bat X X 
Mexican Freetail Bat c X X 
Raccoon c X X X X X X X X 
Longtail Weasel X X 
Mink X X 
River Otter X 
Spotted Sunk X X X X X X X 
Striped Sunk c X X X X 
RedFox c X X X X X X X 
Gray Fox c X X X X X 
Bobcat X X X X X X 
Eastern Chipmunk c X X X X X X 
Eastern Gray Squirrel c X X 
Eastern Fox Squirrel X X X 
Southern Flying Squirrel c X X X 
Beaver c X X 
Eastern HaJ.vist l\fouse X X X X X X 
Cotton Mouse c X X X X X 
Golden Mouse X X X 
Eastern 'Woodrat X X X 
Rice Rat c X X X 
Hispid Cotton Rat c X X X X 
Pine Vole X X 
Muskrat c X 
Nmway Rat c X X X X 
House Mouse c X X X X X X X 
Wood Mouse X X X X X X 
Eastern Cottontail c X X X X X X X 
Rabbit 

Swamp Rabbit X X X X 
Marsh Rabbit X X X 
Wild Pig X X X X X X X 
White tail Deer c X X X X X X 
Black Bear X X 

Covpu (Nutria) X X X 

Source: 2015 Macon-Bibb CoHnty Comprehensive Plan 
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• • 
Numerous sp ecies of bi1·ds are p resent in Macon-Bibb County due to the variety of habitat and abundance o f 

trees. .Nian y birds are able to coexist with human s where o ther animals crumot becau se of their ability to fly and 

achieve a safe domain. TI1e following bird species list was compiled with the assistan ce o f Professor Haines o f 

the Biology D ep artment of Mercer U niversity. Table 4.6 BIRD HABITAT 

Species 

Common Loon 

Horned Grebe 

Pied-billed Grebe 

Great Blue H e ro n 

Gree n Heron 

Little Blue Heron 

Cattle Egre t 

Corrunon E gret 

Yellow-cr. N Heron 

Mallard 

BlackDuck 

Gadwall 

Pintail Duck 

Blue-wing ed T e al 

American Widgeon 

Shoveller 

Wood Duck 

Redhead 

Ringnecked Duck 

Canvasback 

L esser Scaup 

Common Goldeneye 

Bufflehead 

Ruddy Duck 

Hooded Merganser 

Turkey Vulture 

Black Vulture 

Sharp-shinned Hawk 

Coope r's H awk 

Red tail Hawk 

Red-shouldered Hawk 

Marsh H awk 

Osprey 

Sparrow Haw k 

Bobwhite 

Turkey 

Atnerican Coot 

Killdeer 

American Wood cock 

Common Snipe 

Spotted Sandpiper 

P ectoral Sandpiper 

Herring Gull 

CommonTel'n 

Black Tern 

Rock Dove (Pigeon) 

Mourning D o ve 

c 

c 
c 
c 

c 

c 
c 

c 

c 

c 

c 
c 
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X 
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X 
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X 

X 
X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 

X 
X X X 

X X X 

X X X 
X X 

X X 
X X 

X X 

X 
X X 

X X 

X 

X 

X X X 

X X X 

X 
X 

X 

X 
X 

X X 

X X X X 



Dove c X X x 
y,.n~m ''"'· . Cuckoo X X X X X 

Screech Owl .X X X X X X 

Great Hon1ed Owl X X X .X 

Barred Owl c X X X 

Ch•~1\'o n~v X x X x X 
IVa .nn X X X X X 

r 'N; ''~ X X X X X X 
~p·· Swift (: X X X 

Ruby-th. u. c X X X 

B~•h<'r c X 

Flicker c X X X 
Pilea ted ,..,, .X X X X 

RP..J~WI . c X x X x 
R, .X X X X 

Y~llow-bellied ~- el. c X x X -x 
HairyW• X X X X 

Downy Woodpecker X X X X 

:E~;t~~ Kingbird X X X X 

"''"""t-crt:slt:ll r X X X 

Eastern Phoebe X X X X 

~ X 

Easten1 Wood P eewee X X X X 

Homed L ark M X 
-Tr.:~ c x X x X 

Bank Swallow X 

n .... ~t, - ·'· ·~· Swallow X 

~ X X X 

Cliff Swallow X X 

Purple Martin c X X 

Bh.;Jay c X x X x X 
r~,,~ .. Crow c X X X X X X X 

Carolina r.h irl.o..!Po M X X X X 

Ttlfted Titmouse M X X X X 
IV71. ned Nuthatch X X X 
R, Nuthatch X X X 

D. -' · . :t'. uumu, u X X 
Brown -C-;;;,p-;;;: · X X X X 

House Wren c X X 

Winter Wren X X X X 

Carolina Wren c X X X X 
u~~~r: .. c X X x 

Catbird c X X X 

Brown~ c X X X 

~ c M X X X x 
Wood Thrush X X X 

~Thrush X x 
·s Thursh X X X 

Gray-r.h .... t.....J_'!lutish X }{ X 

~ X x 
Eastern Bluebird X X X X 

nt ;r.. X 

Golde n Crowned Kinglet M X X X 
Ruby r-~-~p, . Kinglet X X X 

. Pipit X X 

CedarWaxwmg M X X X X X 
T Sluike X X X X 

Starlirlg c X X X X X 

\V Vireo c .X X X X X 



Yellow-throated Vireo X X X X X 
Solitary Vireo X X X 

R ed-eyed Vireo X X X 

Philadelphia Vireo X X X 
Black & White Warbler X X 
Prothonotary Warbler c X X 

Worm-eating Warble.r X 
Tennessee Warbler X X 

Orange-crowned Warbler X 

Parula Warbler X X X X X 
Yellow Warbler c X X X 

Magnolia Warbler X 

Cape May Warble.r X 
Black-throated Blue Warbler X X X X 

M yrtle Warbler c M X 
B lackburni an Warbler X X 

Yellow -throated Warbler X X X 

Chestnut-sided Warbler X X X 

Bay Breasted Warbler X X 

Blackpoll Warbler X X 
Pine Warbler X X 

Prairie Warbler X X X X 

P alm Warbler X X X 
Louisinna Warbler X 

Kentucky Warbler X 
Yellow-throat X X 

Yellow-breasted Chat X X 
H ooded Warbler X 

American R edstart X 

House Sparrow c X X 
B obolink X X X 

Eastern Meadowlark c X X X 

R ed-w inged B lackbird c X X X X 
Orchard Oriole M X X X 

Baltimore Oriole X X 

Rusty B lackbird M X X 
Common Grackle c X X X X X X 

B rown-headed Cowbird M X X X X 

Scarle t Tanager X X X 

Summer Tana,!!er X X 
Cardinal c X X X 

Rose-breasted Grosbeak X X X 

Blue Grosbeak X X 

Indigo Bunting c X X 
Purple Finch X X X X 

Pine Siskin X X 
American Goldfinch X X X 
Rufus-sided T owhee c X X X X X 

Savannah Sparrow X X 

Vesper Sparrow X X 
Bachman's Sparrow X X 

Slate-coloured .Junco M X X X X 

C hipping Sparrow M X X X 
White-throated Sparrow M X X X X 

Field Sp arrow X X 

Fox Sparrow X X X X 
Swamp Sp arrow M X X X 

Song Sparrow X X X X 

Total Bird Species 165 

S omr:e: 2015 Macon - Bibb Counry Comprehensive Plan 



Reptiles 

Numerous reptile species are found within Macon-Bibb County. TI1.e variety in habitat plus the warm mild climate 

create conditions favorable to the reptilians. The initial list was compiled from Amphibians and Reptiles of Geor

gia by Bernard S. Ma1·tof. The final list was compiled with the assistance of Professor H aines of the Biology D e

partment of Mercer University. 

Table 4.7 REPTILES 

(") ...., 
....,(") 

0 ;;· 
[~ 3 ~ 3 ::3 .... 

Scientific N arne 0 0 e. Comments 
Conlffion Name ::: a 

Snap pine- Turtle Chelydra serpentine serpentine c p c 
Musk Turtle Sternotherus odoratus p c 

D ark-striped Must Turtle Stemod1erus carinatus peltifer p 

Dark-spotted Musk Turtle Sternotherus carinatr1s minor c 
Mud Turd Kinosternon submbmm c p c 
Box Turtle Terrapene Carolina Carolina c p c 

Eastern Painted Turtle Pseud emys picta picta p c 
Cooter (Coastal plain turtle) Pseud emys lloridana floridana c 

Yellow-bellied Turtle Pseud emys scripta scripta c p c 
Soutl1ern soft-shelled Turtle Trionys ferox ferox c c 
Agassiz's soft-shelled nude Trionys ferox agassizi c 

American Alligator Alligator mississippieusis c c Endangered 
Species 

Carolina Anole Anolis caroline.nsis carolinensis p c 
Soutllem Fence Lizard Scelopours undulatus undulatus c c 
North em Fence Lizard Sceloporus w1dulatus hyacintlunus 

Eastem Glass Liaard Oplusaums ventralis c c 
Slender Glass Lizard Oplusaums attenuatus longicaucrus p c 

Brown Skink Lygosoma laterale c p c 
Five-lined Skink Eumece.s fasiat:ius c p c 

Greater-five lined Skink Eume.ces latice.ps p c 
Florida five-lined Skink Eumeces inexpectatus p c 
Striped red-tailed Skink Eume.ces egregius egre.gius c 

Queen Water Snake Regina septemvittata c p c 
Florida Green Water Snake Nani." cyclopion floridwa c 

Red-bellied Water Snake Nani.'C e.ryduogaste.r e.J:ytluogaster c p c 
Midwestem Banded Water Snake Natrix siepedon ple.uralis c p 

Florida Banded Water Snake Nani.'C fasciata pict:ive.ntris c 
Brown Water Snake Nani.'C taxispilota c p c 

Wright's Brown Snake Storeria dekayi wrightonun c p c 
Florida Brown Snake Storeria de.kayi victa c 

Red-bellied Snake 
Storeria occipitomaculata occipi- p 

tomaculata 

Eastem Ribbon Snake 111arnnoplus sauritus saurit:us p c 
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Eastern Garter Snake Thamnophis sirtalis sirtalis c p c 
Rough Earth (Southern Ground) Haldea striatula c p c 
Smooth Earth (Eastern Ground) Haldea valeriae valeriae p c 

Eastern Hog-nosed Snake H eterodon platyminos p c 
Southern H og-nosed Snake H eterodon simus c 

Southeastern Ring-necked Snake Diadophis pnnctatus punctatus c p c 
Eastern Wonn Snake Carphophis amoenus amoenus p c 

Rainbow Sn ake Abastor erythrogrammus 

E astern Mud Snake Farancia abacura abacura c 
Black Racer Coluber constrictor constrictor c p c 

Eastern Coachwhip Masticophis flagellum flagellum c p c 
Keeled Green Snake Opheodtys aestivus c p c 

Corn Snake Elaphe guttata guttata p c 
Black Rat Snake Elaphe obsolete obsolete c p c 

F our-lined Rat Snake Elaphe obsolete quadrivittata c 

Brown King Snake Lampropeltis calligaster rhombo- p c 
maculata 

Eastern King Snake Lampropeltis getulus getulus p 

Scarlet King Snake (milk) Lampropeltis triangulum doliata c p c 
Scarlet Snake Cemophora coccinea c p c 

Crowned Snake Tantilla corouata corouata c p c 
E astern Coral Snake MicmlUs fulvius fulvius p c 

Southern Copperhead Agkistrodon coutortris controtrix c p c 
Easte.rn Cottonmouth A. piscivorous pi~civorous c c 

Carolina Pigmy Rattlesnake Sistnuus miliarius miliarius p c 
Southeastern Pigmy Rattlesnake Sistnm1s miliarius barbouri p c 

Canebrake Rattlesnake Crotalus horridus atricaudatus c c 
Eastern Diamondback Rattlesnake Crotalus adamanteus c 

Total Species 59 

Source: 2015 Macon - Bibb Counry Comprehensive Plan 
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Amphibians 

A lack of information exists on the amphibians of Macon-Bibb County. Because of this, the amphibian species 

list was compiled using Martof's Amphibians and Reptiles of Gemgia. TI1e amphibian species list is complete -

that is, in that all of the amphibians that exist in Macon-Bibb Cmmty are listed through the list may contain spe

cies that are not present in Macon-Bibb County. Table 4.8 AMPHIBIANS 

("') "0 ~ 
:.> 0 ;;· 
"' Conunon Natne Scientific Name ~ ~ §:. Comtnents s 

0 0 "0 
0 g ;;; 

s· 

Southern Mudpuppy N ectnrus puncratus c 
Great Siren Siren lacertian c 

Eastern Dwarf Siren Siren intermedia interrnedia c 
Broad-striped Mudsiren Pseudobranchus striatns striarus c 

Eastern Reticulated Salamander Arnbystoma cingulatnm cingula tum c 
Mabee's Salamander Ambystoma mabeei c 
Spotted Salamander Ambystoma macula tum p c 
Marbled Salamander Ambystoma Opacum c p c 

Eastern Tiger Salamander Arnbystoma tigrinum tigritum1 c c 
Newt (Red Spotted) Diemictylus viridescens viridescens c p c 
Two-toed Congo El Amphiuma means means c p c 

Northern Dusky Salamander D esmognathus fuscus fuscus c p 

Son them Dusky Salamander Desmognathus auriculams fuscus c 
Brimley's Dusky Salamander Desmognad1Us fuscus brimleyorum c c 

Green-sided Slimy Salamander Plethodon glutinosus chlorobtyonis c p c 
Northem Red Salamander Pseudotrition mber ruber c p 

Southem Red Salamander Pseudotrition ruber vioscai c c 
Southern Two-lined Salamander Eurycea bislit1eata cirrigera c p c 
Southern Two-lined Salamander Eurycea longicauda guttolneata c p c 

Dwarf Four-toed Salamander Manculus qrudridigitatus c c 
Eastern Spadefoot Toad Scaphiopus holbrooki holbrooki c c 

Oak Toad Bufo quercims c c 
Southern Toad Bufo terrestris c c 
American Toad Bufo terrestris americnaus c p 

Fowler's Toad Bufo woodhousei fowleri c c 
Southern Cricket Frog Acris gryllus gryllus c c 

Cricket Frog Acris crepitans gryllus c p 

Green Tree Frog H yla cinerea cine.rea c c 
Spring Peeper Hyla crucifer crucifer c p c 

Bird-voiced Tree Frog Hyla phaeocrypta c 
Squirrel Tree Frog Hvla squirella c 

Comrnon T ree Frog Hyla versicolor versicolor c p c 
Easter Chams Frog Pseudacris nigrita feramm c p c 

Sou thern Choms Frog Pseudacris nigrita nigrita c c 
Ornate Chants Frog Pseudacris ornate c c 

Eastern Narrow-tuouthed Toad Microphya caroh1e11sis p c 
Bull Frou Rana catesbeia11a c p c 

Southern Green Frog Rana clamitws clamitans c c 
Northern Green Frog Rana clamitans melanota c p 

Pig Frog Rana gt-ylio c c 
Southern Leopard Froa Rana sphe11ocephala pipiens c p c 

Total Species 39 



Fish 

TI1e Ocmulgee River, its tributaries, Lake Tobesofkee, and the small ponds throughout the County provide 

habitats for many fish. As a result, sufficient sport fishing on the Ocmulgee River, both north and south of the 

City of Macon, is an important recreational activity for commwuty residents. Some game species frequently 

caught are largemoutl1 bass, white bass, striped bass, channel catfish, chain pickered Gacks) and the sun

t!shes (bream). Except for tl1e game species, veq little identit!cation of tl1e tlsh species native to Macon and 

Bibb County has occurred. TI1e initial fish species list came from Michael D. Dahlberg's and D onald Scott's 

1971 publication, "TI1e F1·eshwater Fishes of Georgia." .Minor revisions were made to tl1e list witl1 the assistance 

of Wayne Thomaston of the Georgia Fish and Game Commission and by using Samuel Eddy's H on' to Knmv 

Freshu,ater Fishes. The fish species list probably contains all of tl1e species tl1at exist in Macon and Bibb County, 

though a few species on the list are probably not found in Macon and Bibb County. Table 4.9 on tl1e following 

pages shows what fish can be found in Bibb County. Table 4.9 FISH 

Common Name Scientific Name Common Ocmulg_ee Tobesofkee Roc_ky Savage Walnut 

Longnose Gar Lipisoteus osseus 

Florida Gar Leovisostus vlatvrhincus 

Bowtin/ Black Fish Amia Calva c X X 
Blueback Herring Alosa aestivalis 

American Shad Alosa sapidissima 

Gizzard Shad D orosoma cepedianum 
Threadfin Shad D orosoma. petenense 

Redfin Pick erel Esox americanus c X 
Chain Pickerel E sox niger c X 

Stoneroller Campostoma a.nomalum 

Gold Fish Carassius auratus 
Common Crap Cvprinus carpio 

Silvery Mitmor H ybo.gnadms nuchalis 

Redeye Chub Hybopsis harpe.ri 
R osyface Chub Hybopsis mb.rifrons 

Bluehead Chub Nocomis leptocepha.lus 

Golden Shiner Notemingnus crvsoleucas 
Ocmulgee Shine.r Notropis callisema 

Troncolor Shiner Notropis chalybaeus 
Dusky Shiner Notropis cummingsae 
Spottail Shiner Notropis hudsonius 

Sailfin Shiner Notropis hvpseloptems 

Ohoopee Shiner Notropis leedsi 

Yellow Fin Shiner Notropis lutipinnis 
Taillight Shiner Notropis maculates 

Coastal Shiner Notropis petersoni 
Alstmaha Shiner Notropis xaenmus 

Higlum Carpsucker Ca.rpiodes sp. if velifer 
Creek Chubsucker Erimvzon oblongus 

Lake Chubsucker E.rimyzon sucetta 

Spotted Sucker Minytrema melanops 
Siliver Red H orse Moxostoma anisunun c 
Striped Jump rock Moxostoma mpiscartes 
Green Bullhead lctalums btunneus 
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Yellow Bullhead I eta! ums na talis 
Brown Bullhead Ictalurus nebulosus 

Fla t Bullhead Ictalurus platycephalus 
Channel Catfish I ctalurus punctatus c X 

Tadpole Madtom Notmus gyrinus 
Speckled Madton Notmus leptacanthus 

SwamJ>_ Fish Cholo~ster cotnuta 
Pirate Perch Apmedodems sayanus 

Golden Top Mirmow Fundulus chrysotus 
Starhead Top Minnow Fundulus n otti 

Mosquito Fish Gambusia affinis c X X X 
Least Killflsh H eterandria fm:mosa 

Brook Silversides Labidesthes 

W hite B ass Rocco cluysops X 
Striped B ass Foccussaxatilis X 
Mud Sunfish Acantharchus pomotis 

Flier Centrachus macropterus 

EvergrndesPygmyS~unfish Elassoma evergladei 
Banded Pygmy / Dwarf Sunfish Elassoma Zonatum c X X X 

Blue Spotted Sunfish E1meacandms Gloriosus 
B anded Sunfish Enneacanthus Obesus 

Red Breast Su nfish Lepomis Auritus c X 
Blue Gill Lepomis macrochirus c X 

D ollar Sunfish L~otnis marinatus 

Redear Sunfish Lepomis micmlophus c 
Largemouth Ba ss Microptems salmoides c X 

White Crappie Promoxis annularis c X 
Black Crappie Pomoxis nigromaculatus 

Swamj>~ D arter Ed1eostoma Fusiforme 
Chris tmas D arte r Etheostoma Hopkinsi 

Pineswoods Darter Etheostoma inscriptum 

Tessalated Darter E theostoma olmstedi 
Golds tripe D arte r Ed1eostoma pa1-vipinne 

Yellow or Atnerican Perch Perea Fla:vescens 
Blackbanded Darter Percina nigrofasciata 

Atnerican E el Anguilla rostra ta c X X 
Johnnv Darter Ed1estonia nigrum 

White Mullet Mugil curema 

Striped Mullet Mugil cephalus 

Warmouth Chaendrytrus gulosus c X 

S ource: 2015 Macon - Bibb Gorm . Go rehensive Plan 
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Endangered Animal Species 

The only endangered animal species known to exist in Bibb County is the Amer~can Alligator that has made a re

markable comeback since the sale and possession of alligator skins were made illegal. The alligator is now com

mon on the Ocmu1gee River in the Coastal Plain and in the brickyard ponds south of downtown Macon. Other 

animals on the endangered species list that were at once present in Bibb County in clude the Ivmy-billed and Red

cockaded Wookpecker. Yet due to the destruction of thell: h abitat - o ld m ature stands of timber -they were 

forced to migrate elsewh er:e. Additionally, the Eastern Cougar was probably present not too long ago but has 

not been common since the early 1800's. A few of the endangered species occurred infrequently in Bibb County 

or only during migration. See Table 4.10. 

Table 4.10-Protected Species ofPlants and Animals P otentially P resent in Macon-Bibb County 

Common N ame Scientific N ame H abitat Status 

MAMMALS 
Mytosis Sodalis Lmestone caves and hollow trees X 

Endangered 
Indiana Bat 

E astern Cougar Felis concolor Large unm olested swamps with available deer X Endangered 

BIRDS 
H aliaeetus leucocephalus Along rivers and lakes during migration X 

Endangered 
Southern Bald Eagle 
American Peregrine 

Falco peregri.nus anatum Coastal plain swamps and bayous X 
Endangered 

F alcon 

Ivory-billed Campephilus principalis Overmature bottomland hardwoods (No sight-
X 

Endangered 
Woodpeck er principalis ings for years in Ga.) 

Re d-cockaded 
D endrocopos borealis 

Overmature pine infested with Red H eart Dis-
X 

Endangered 
Woodpecker ease 

Kirda nd's Warbler D erdroica kirtlanclii Migration onlv X Endangered 
Bachman 's Warbler V ermivora bachmani.i Migration only X Endangered 

FISH 
Acipenser brevirostrum Major rivers along the coast X 

Endangered 
Shortnose Sturgeon 

Southern Cave Fish 
Typhlichd1ys subterra- Underground streams - mainly in Northwest 

X 
Endangered 

neous Georgia 

AMPHIBIANS & REP- Endangered 
TILES Alligator mississippiensis Rivers, river swamps, ponds and lakes X 

American Alligator 

Georgia Blind Cave 
Undergrmmd streams and caves known only in Unusual 

Haideotriton wallacei d1e upland limestone karst system in d1e D ough- X 
Salamander 

erty Plain Region 
Pine Barrens Tree Frog 

Hyla andersoni Pine barren swamps X 
or Anderson's Tre e Frog 

In digo Snake Drymarchon corais cou- X Endangered 
peri 

S o11rce: 2015 Macon - Bibb Cotm(y Compr-ehensive Plan 
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OTHER SIGNIFICANT SENSIT IVE AREAS 

AIR QUALITY 

Through funding received from the Georgia General Assembly, beginning in d1e summer of 2000, a team of re

searchers from Georgia Institute of Technology conducted a four-year study to: (1) assess urban and regional air 

pollution; (2) identify the sources of pollutants; and (3) recommend solutions to improve air quality in metropoli

tan areas of along Georgia's Fall Line--Augusta, Macon and Columbus. The primary focus of d1e Fall Line Air 

Q uality Study (FAQS) was to address ground-level ozone. The study revealed dut Macon failed to meet the Envi

roumental Protection Agency's eight-hom ozone ambient air quality standard. As a result, on April 15, 2004, d1e 

City of Macon and portions of Monroe County were placed on EPA's non-attainment list for failing to meet this 

standard. To give some background, ground-level ozone is formed by volatile organic compounds (VOCs), such 

as fuels, pain ts, solvents, and vegetation. According to the FAQS, a total of 373 tons per day ofVOCs emitted, of 

which, approximately 78% came from biogenic sources (vegetation). Since there is not much that can be done to 

reduce VOCs, the atten tion moves to the sources of nitrogen oxides (automobiles, factories/ power plants, off

road equipment) . Figure 4.5 provides a chart showing VOC sources in d1e Macon MSA. 

VOC Sourc.es in Macon MSA (2000) 

Total: 373 tons per day Point 
4% 

Figure 4.5 
Area 

Anthropogenic Sources: 
• Cars 
• Solvents (Paints, Automotive Products, Adhesives, etc.) 
• Gasoline Stations 
• Tobacco curing 
• Paper manufacture 

Source: Middle Georgia Air Quality: Opportunities for Change; Presentation to the Middle Georgia Clean Cities Coalition, May 11, 2004; Georgia Insti
tute of Technology 
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The Fall Line Air Quality Study estimated that in the year 2000 for the Macon MSA, there was a total of 78 tons 

per day of nitrogen oxides emitted. Of that total, 43% of die nitrogen oxides (NOX) came from point sources, 

such as factories and power plants; 38% was derived from mobile sources (automobiles and tmcks); 14% from 

non-road sources (tractors, constmction equipment); 3% from area sources (open burning); and 2% from bio-

genic sources (vegetation) . Figure 4.6 provides a chart showing NOX sources in d1e Macon MSA. 

NOx Sources in Macon MSA {2000) 

Total : 78 tons per day 

Mobile 
38°/o 

Figure 4.6 

Source: M iddle Geo'l,ia A ir QTJaliry: Opporl:unities for Change; Presentation to the Middle Geo'l,ia Clean Cities Coalition, Mqy 11, 2004; Geo'l,ia Insti

fttfe ojTechnology 

Looking at the five counties in die Macon MSA for year 2000 (Bibb, Houston, Jones, Peach , and Twiggs-has 

since changed as result of 2000 Census) individually, Bibb County produced the largest amount of nitrogen ox

ides, approximately twice die amount as the next highest county, Houston County. Jones, Peach, and T wiggs 

Cow1ties produced less nitrogen oxides collectively d1an Houston County. T aking into consideration die impact 

of the various sources on nitrogen oxide levels, die percent attributed to point, mobile and non-road sources in 

Bibb and Houston Counties were relatively equal and near the percentage totals noted above for the Macon MSA 

as a whole. In die other three counties, mobile sources contributed to die majority of the nitrogen oxides emis

sions, widi point and non-road sources accounting for most of die remaining emissions output. Figure 4. 7 pro

vides a chart showing NOX sources by the five counties in die Macon MSA. 
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NOx Sources by County: Year 2000 
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Figure 4.7 

Source: Middle Georg,ia Air Ouali(y: Opportunities for Change; Presentation to the Middle Georgia Clean Cities Coalition, Mcry 11, 2004; Georgia Insti

tute of Technology 

Anotb.er important observation that came from the F AQS is the nitrogen oxide emissions from the neighboring 

counties to the 2000 Macon MSA. Figure 4 .8 provides a chart comparing NOX emissions for surrow1ding coun

ties. I n Putnam County, nitrogen emissions were approximately 110 tons per day, or 29% higher than the five

county Macon MSA, while Monroe County had nitrogen oxide emissions around 120 tons per day or 36% higher 

than the Macon MSA. The reason for this is the presence of Plant Branch in Putnam County and Plant Scherer in 

Monroe County. Both accounted for over 95% of the nitrogen oxide emissions. Since 2000, Georgia Power Com

pany has been required to install equipment to both plants to reduce the nitrogen oxide emissions to meet 

tougher air quality requirements. Though these improvements will help, both power plants will still be major 

sources of nitrogen oxide emissions, and may be required to make further improvements to both facilities. Deci

sions will have to be made as to how much furd1er improvement can be made to air quality wid1out becoming 

cost prohibitive. 
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Neighboring County NOx Emissions (2000) 
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Figure 4.8 

Source: Middle Georgia Air Qllaliry: Opportunities for Change; Presentation to the Middle Georgia Clean Cities Coalition, M qy 11, 2004; Georgia I nsti

flde of Technology 

Part of the Fall Lne Air Quality Study involved modeli.ng for the sensitivity of the eight-hour ozone at the Sandy 

Beach park FAQS site and the Macon EPD site in east Macon for year 2007. TI1.e modeling looked at nitrogen 

oxide levels for eight days in August and an eight-day average and proportioning the nitrogen oxide emissions to 

the various sources. TI1.e model factored in the various growth factors and all changes to the sources 

(decommissioning of power plants, added air quality equipment to the power p lants, fa ctmy shutdowns, etc.) . In 

addition, the model determined how much the emissions would be reduced (in parts per billion) by source 

(mobile, area and nonroad, point, Adanta, Plant Scherer, and Plant Branch) and location (Sandy Beach P ark and 

Macon E PD sites) wid1 every change of ten tons of nitrogen oxide emissions. Ozone is not the only air quality 

problem dut the Macon area faces. Levels of particulate matter are also above EPA's national ambient air quality 

standard. I t is li.kely that the Macon area will also be classified as non-attainment for particulate matter when EPA 

issues d1.e final designations in D ecember 2004. T able 4 .11 compares particulate matter levels for major cities in 

Georgia. 

Table: 4.11-PM2.5 Levels for Georgia Cities 

Metro Area 

Atlanta 

.Augusta 
Macon 
PM2.5NAAQS 

Savannah 

Columbus 

Pl\1.2.5 Almual NAAQS D esign 

Value, 2001-2003 (ug/ m3) 

18.1 

15.2 
15.2 
15.0 

13.8 

14.7 
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Two organizations have recently been fanned to address tl-1e air quality issue in tl1e Middle G eorgia region. The 

first is the J\!Iiddle Georgia Clean Cities Coalition, Inc. Designated by the U.S. D epartment of Energy in 2003, 

tl1e Middle Georgia Clean Cities Coalition is one of 80 coalitions throughout tl1e country given tl1e responsibility 

tluough their approved program plan to help facilitate alternative fuel vehicle purchase and conversion, advance 

teclmology vehicle purchase (such as the hybrids), expanding alternative fuels and fuel blends infrastn.ICture, 

promoting idle reduction and increasing vehicle fuel economy. This is all intended to meet the Clean Cities Pro

gram mission to improve air quality, reduce the dependence on foreign energy resources, and create new jobs 

and commercial opportunities. Formed officially by charter in lv'Iay 2004, tl1e Middle Georgia Cleru1 Air Coali

tion (MGCAC) is a partnership of tl1e city and county governments of Bibb, Crawford, Houston, Jones, Mon

roe, Peach, and Twiggs Counties. The MGCAC has tluee main principles: (1) accepts and supports tl1e national 

air quality standards and advocates immediate community action to attain tl1ose goals; (2) believes air quality is a 

regional issue tl1.at defies political boundaries and that collabmation is essential fm solutions; and (3) recognizes 

all actions must be based on objective scientific data. The MGCAC has identified several shmt-term strategies 

which it hopes will make an .immediate positive impact on air quality in the region. These strategies are: tmck 

stop electrification; commuter strategies; open burning ban during high ozone days; alternative fueled school 

bus tleets; and public education and awareness. In addition, the Coalition is also reviewing strategies witl1 more 

long-term impact, such as, developing public-private partnerships, smart growth plru1ning, etc. and examining 

new funding sources for cleru1 air projects. 

Source: M iddle Georgia Regional Plan 

SIGNIFICANT NATURAL RESOURCES 

SCENIC VIEWS AND SITES 

The City of Macon ru1d Bibb Cow1ty is a beautiful and intrinsic element of Georgia. Rich in histmy and culture, 

tl1e area is considered a tourist destination point for tl1ousands of visitors every year. There are several scenic 

areas tlu·oughout tl1e area, sucl1 as Brown's Mount located in Southeast Bibb County. Tllis area is locally impor

tant and the property tl1at encompasses Brown's J\!Iount is owned by tl1e l\1usewn of Arts and Sciences and by 

the U .S. Government. Tl1ere is one specific scenic area that is considered regionally significant such as tl1e 

Ocmulgee River Plain Corridor. While there has long been grassroots' interest in highlighting and providing 

protective enhancements to dus area, it is only recently that a concerted effort amongst various stakeholders h as 

begtm to take shape. 
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Ocmulgee River Plain Corridor 

TI1e recently released Ocmulgee River Basin Management Plan 2003 provides an excellent resource for those 

seeking more information on this vital resource. A copy of the plan is available at the offices of the Middle 

Georgia RDC. The plan provides relevant information on the characteristics of the Ocmulgee River Basin, 

identifies present and future water resource demands, describes implementation of water quality protection 

efforts in an effort to enhance stakeholder understanding and involvement in d1e basin planning effort. 

Identified objectives for d1e area include: 

Protecting water quality; 

Providing adequate water supply; 
Presetving habitat; 

Protecting human health; and 

Ensuring opp01tunities for economic growth, development, and recreation in the region. 

The implementation strategies are not especially specific. TI1e plan calls for increased monitoring, coordination 

among stakeholders in order to improve communication, a blending of v oluntaty and regulatory approaches, 

and suggests future data collection activities. One very active group concerned with the Ocmulgee River Plain 

Corridor is the Macon Blueprints for Successful Communities Committee. Made up of a wide variety of 

stakeholders working closely with NewTown _Macon and the Georgia Consetvancy, a steering committee has 

been meeting since early 2002. According to the representatives, the vision of the steering committee is to in

crease understanding and raise awareness of the Ocmulgee River and the adjacent cultural and natural re

sources. The local steering committee agreed that this v ision can best be achieved through pursuing a National 

Heritage Conidor (NHC) designation for the Ocmulgee River area. TI1e feasibility of N H C designation is cur

rently being studied, and actual designation will be pursued in 2004. The concept for d1e Ocmulgee National 

H eritage Corridor is an outgrowd1 of multiple, ongoing efforts by d1e citizens of Macon, Bibb Cmmty, and d1e 

surrounding area to promote, enhance, and consetve d1e natural and cultural resources of d1e Ocmulgee River 

and adjacent lands. TI1e purpose of seeking National H eritage Corridor designation is to increase understand

ing and raise awareness of the Ocmulgee River and d1e adjacent cultural and natural resources. It is an effort 

to rediscover and reconnect people with the river after deca.des of neglect. Several recent initiatives converge 

in the heritage corridor concept. Over the pa.st seven years, a public-private effort has been undetway to de

velop d1e Ocmulgee H eritage Trail, a proposed tenmile pad1 along d1e river, now under constmction. Since 

1997, NewTown Macon has been working to revitalize downtown Macon and key areas along the Ocmulgee 

River. Recently, d1e National Tmst for Historic Preservation has become involved wid1 the City in a project to 

reconnect Macon's historic neighborhoods with d1e downtown and the river via a ser·ies of pedestrian walk-
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ways and conid ors. Each of these efforts provides synergy for the others and contributes to the strength of a 

NHC. 

Stated goals of the proposed Ocmulgee National Heritage Conidor include: 

D esign and implement approaches to education and interpretation that promote the natural and cultural h eritage of 
the Ocmulgee River; 

Offer implementation strategies for the protection of the Ocmulgee River resources; and 
Promote economic development that U1Cotporates the natural, cultural, and historic resources of the Ocmulgee River 

corridor. 

Identified them es of the proposed Ocmulgee National Heritage Corridor include : 
Native American Histoty and Culture, 

Transportation, and 
Architecture and Urban Fabric. 

While current emphasis is b eing placed on areas of d1e corridor proximate to the City of Macon, parallel efforts 

and interest is beginning to develop in the adjacent counties. Representatives from these other areas are meeting 

to discuss the feasibility of extending the proposed boundaries of d1e NHC or possibly pursuing alternative meth

ods for obtaining sinlllar goals at a large-scale watershed level. It is not likely that currently or in tl1e future, d1e 

Ocmulgee River Couidor will be affected by inappropriate land uses and otl1er human activity. The partnership 

of local governments and other stakeholders noted above, along witl1 d1e regulatoty and voluntaty m easures cur

rently in place are adequate to manage and protect dus regionally significant scetuc area. The implementation of 

tl1e source water protection plans for tl1e O cmulgee River and Lucas Lake water source intakes and od1er regula

tory / voluntary measures identified in the TMDL plans will furd1er strengtl1en tlus protection effort. In addition, 

tl1ere are policies or activities recommended in otl1er parts of tlus Technical Staff Report wluch support d1is ef

fort to protect and effectively manage tlus corridor. Within tl1e Land Use element, the projected land use pattems 

m ap identifies tl1e area along d1e Ocmulgee River from Lake Juliette in Monroe County to H awkinsville as being 

a future conservation area. Public improvem ents identified in the Public Facilities and Infrastructure Elem ent that 

will be financed by federal funds will require an environmental assessm ent to be completed as mandated by fed

eral law. Tlus assessment requires d1atimpacts to water quality be examined including to the Ocmulgee River. 

The scenic view from Bond Street in front of Mercer University's L aw School and above Coleman Park could be 

impacted by tl1e development of d1e one remaitung vacant lot. H owever, Coleman Park and building height re

strictions protect m ost of dus scenic view. 
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PRIME AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST LAND 

Very little prime agricultural and forest land remains in the County. Most has already been rezoned for otl1er land 

uses. Some prime agricultural land still exists along the Soutl1e1:n J.:im of the County. Lands tl1at were once con

sidered prime agricultural are now broken into small land tracts. Much of tl1e prime agricultural has already be

come residential. As tlus trend is most likely to continue, information is available at tl1e NLddle Gemgia RDC 

wluch identifies all prime farm land by county. The conversion of agricultural lands minms population growth 

statistics and transportation corridors as expected. In addition to J.:esidential, comme1:cial, and industrial develop

ment, it was noted tl1at fmmer field crop land is now being used to grow forest crops, primarily single species 

stands of Loblolly p ine. Few orchard crops are being newly established in tl1e region. Altl1ough in some cases, 

existing orchards are being replanted. Over the past dtree decades, agriculture has continued to diminish in its 

impmtance to the overall economy of Middle Georgia. While tl1ere is an expressed interest on tl1e part of resi

dents to maintain, at least to some extent, tl1e rural character and nature of tl1e area, tl1e Greenspace Program is 

an attempt to address those issues. Figure 4 .9 displays tl1e agricultural zones witlun Macon-Bibb County. 
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Agricultural Zones Figure 4.9 
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MAJOR PARK, RECREATION AND CONSERVATION AREAS 

TI1e City of Macon and Bibb County has an abundance of parks, .recreational and conservation areas through

out, one of which is Lake Tobesofkee. Constmction of the lake was begun under the direction of the Bibb 

County Board of Commissioners and the U.S. Conservation Service in the early 1960's and was completed in 

1969. Constructed in 1969, Lake Tobesofkee is a man-made .recreational lake covering 1,750 acres and is six 

miles long with a shoreline of 35 miles. Upon completion, Lake Tobesofkee was developed four recreational 

parks: Flintrock, opened in June 1969; Claystone, opened in Jtme 1969; Arrowhead, opened in June 1970; and 

Sandy Beach which was opened on July 4, 1975. Currently, The Tobesofkee Recr·eation Area has three public 

parks namely Claystone, Sandy Beach and Ar.rowhead Park. Claystone Park is located on Mosley Dixon Road 

near I-475 and Arrowhead Park is located on Columbus Road near U .S. 80. Arrowhead and Claystone Parks 

are open year round and ofter clean, spacious campsites that can accommodate tent or RV campers . Botl1 

campgrounds offer full electrical and water hook-ups, as well as disposal stations for sanitary purposes. Lake

front or lakeview sites are available along witl1 boat ramps, clean batl1 facilities, coin operated lalmdries and a 

full-time staff of park rangers for your convenience and safety. TI1e campgrounds also offer permanent charcoal 

grills and picnic tables for campers. All campsites in Claystone Park are paved and half the campsites are paved 

in Arrowhead Park. Each campground can h andle any size recreational vehicle. Sandy Beach has lighted tennis 

courts and a softball field. 

At Lake Tobesofkee you will be able to enjoy fishing, camping, boating, picnicking, tennis and swimming from 

one of three white sand beaches. Tius ruuque recreation facility is located only three miles from Interstate 475 

and is less than ten minutes from middle Georgia's largest shopping complex, the mode.rn Macon Mall. Lake 

Tobesofkee serves people not only from Macon and Bibb County, but from several Middle Georgia counties 

wluch qualifies it to be called a major regional park. Figure 4.10 shows the park location that is located witlun 

the western portion of the County. Additional regional recreation areas and places of interest witlun Bibb 

County are covered in tl1e Archaeological Sites section of tlus document. 
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The Ocmulgee Mounds National Monument 

TI1e Ocmulgee Mow1ds National Monument is located adjacent to the City of Macon in Bibb County. Estab

lished by Congress in 1934, the Ocmulgee National Monument encompasses 702 acres of fmested uplands, open 

fields, year-mund wetlands and tluckly wooded river floodplain. A relatively w1developed greenway extends 

along tl1e river between Ocmulgee National Monument and Bond Swamp National Wildlife Refuge about five 

miles downstream. Because of its Fall Lne location, numerous habitats, and connections to a larger ecosystem, 

Ocmnlgee is home to a wide variety of plant and wildlife species . The Monument consists of two units, the Ma.in 

U1ut and the isolated Lamar Mounds and Village U1ut. TI1e two units are separated by two miles of riverine wet

lands along the Ocmulgee River. TI1e Main Unit is open year mund to visitms, and the Lamar Mounds and Vil

lage U1ut can be visited by special permit. The Main Unit houses a major archeological museum. Exlubits de

scribe tl1e human habitation of tl1e area from 10,000 BC to the present, tl1e lustoq of the area, and the formation 

of the park. 

Five miles of trails, including tl1e Opelofa, Loop, Bartram, McDougal and Mound Village Trails, connect the ma

jor featmes of the park. During tl1e Early Mississippian Period (AD 900-1150), a thriving culture flourished here 

on the Macon Plateau. A two-mile mad allows easy access to several earthen mounds including tl1e Great Temple 

Mow1d, the largest of tl1e seven mounds rising 50 feet fwm the base, and tl1e Fw1eral :Mound wlucl1 was the bur

ial place for tl1e leaders of tlus complex society. Issues of oppmtnnity and concern relate to tl1e park's proxinUty 

to Bond Swamp National Wildlife Refuge, the establishment of tl1e Ocmulgee Heritage Trail, and tl1e intended 

wide11ing and extension oflughway systems pwximate to tl1e park. 

Central City Park 

In 1826, just tl11:ee years after Macon became a city, Central City Park was given to tl1e city by the state legislature. 

Throughout tl1e histoq of Macon, this park has played a central role in recreation. Central City Park is a 120 acre 

site tl1at is home to tl1e City of Macon's Parks and Recreation Department, Gemgia Department of Motor Vehi

cle Safety and the Historic Lutl1er Williams Baseball field. In addition, events such as horse racing, political ral

lies, military drills, pie1ucs, fairs, reunions, automobile racing, baseball and football games have taken place in this 

park over tl1e years. 
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THE OCMULGEE GREENWAY 

TI1e Ocmulgee River is a vital resource running d1rough Macon-Bibb County. The Ocmulgee Greenway is a pro

posed park along sections of d1e River. The creation of d1e Greenway would be in response to Governor Zell 

l\!Iiller's River Care 2000 initiative to create greenways along Georgia's rivers. TI1e purpose of d1ese greenways is 

to provide increased public access to d1e river for recreational purposes and protect d1e habitat along d1e rivers. 

The Ocmulgee Greenway will consist of a series of public access sites to allow for boating, hilling, observing 

wildlife and other activities along the Ocmulgee River. The trail will be a ten-mile river walk from d1e Ocmulgee 

Mounds to d1e "Old Waterworks Park" upon completion. Modeled upon the river-city efforts, the river walk will 

attract both locals and tourists alike to enjoy d1e Ocmulgee River, the source of ancient and modern civilizations. 

Charles H. Jones Gateway Park opened in d1e spring of 2001, and d1e frrst mile of d1e trail opened in the spring 

of 2002. A statue of Otis Redding "sittn ' on d1e dock" overlooking d1e Ocmulgee was wweiled in d1e Gateway 

Park in d1e fall of 2002. A second mile of river walk was completed in d1e Summer of 2003. An Ocmulgee Heri

tage Trail Interpretive Center is under development, where the hist01y, culture, environment, and recreation along 

the Ocmulgee River will be celebrated. Construction continues on trails to connect Central City Park and the 

Ocmulgee National Monument, WaterWorks Park and Riverfront Development. 

Bond Swamp National Wildlife Refuge 

The Bond Swamp National Wildlife Refuge was established in 1989. It is located six miles south of d1e City of 

Macon u1 Bibb and Twiggs Counties and situated along d1e Ocmulgee River. The stated mission and purpose of 

d1e Refuge is to preserve and protect a diverse, d11:eatened wedand ecosystem and its associated values. 

Specifically, the stated goals are: 

To preserve, protect, re-establish, and manage for endangered and threatened species of wildlife; 
To manage for migratory birds with emphasis on providing optimum habitat for wintering waterfowl and neotropical 

migrants, and enhancing nesting and brood habitat for wood ducks; 
To manage for native wildlife species and their associated habitats; and 
To provide opportunities for compatible public educational, interpretive, and recreational opportunities associated 

with wildlife and their habitats. 

The Refuge first opened to the public for general use on October 21, 2000. Recreational opportunities u1elude 

hikll1g trails, wildlife observation, hunting, and fishir1g. TI1e Refuge includes 6500 acres of bottomland h ard

woods, swamp forests, and upland pines. Interspersed throughout d1e area are creeks, tributaries, beaver 

swamps, and oxbow lakes . The refuge provides habitat for a diversity of wildlife including bald eagles, wood 

ducks, migratory waterfowl, wading birds, song birds, white-tailed deer, turkeys, black bears, and alligators. Bond 
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Swamp is part of the Ocmulgee H eritage Greenway, and is an active Greenway partner. Refuge managers are 

currently involved witl1 Greenway planners to ensure quality recreational opportunities without infringing on 

wildlife resources or private property rights. 

GREENSPACE PROGRAM 

The effort to preserve greens-pace in Bibb County is being undertaken by the Bibb County and tl1e City of Macon 

Greenspace Committee. This committee is made up of citizens, elected and non-elected public officials, and staff 

of the City of Macon and Bibb County. The elected officials, citizens, committee members and others in tl1e 

community are of tl1e opinion that Greenspace preservation and establishment is an imperative step in ensuring a 

good quality of life in Bibb County in the present and futme. The Bibb County Commission, Macon City Coun

cil, and Payne City have determined that a minimum of 20% (32,437 acres) of Bibb County should be set aside as 

permanently protected Greenspace. The Macon-Bibb County Parks and Recreation Department has been desig

nated as the Greenspace Coordinator for both Bibb County, City of Macon, and Payne City. The Cow1ty/ City 

criteria tl1at was agreed upon by the committee parallels tl1at of tl1e State criteria but witl1 some additional meas

ures. The County/ City criteria to preserve Greenspace are areas tl1at: 

1. Adjoin water sources and provides water quality protection for rivers, streams and lakes 
2. Provide floodplain protection 
3. Provide wetland protection 

4. Reduce erosion through protection of steep slopes, areas witl1. erodible soils, and stream banks 
5. Protecting buffers and otl1.er areas tl1at setve as natural habitat and corridors for native plant and animal species 
6. Protect scenic areas 

7. Provide for tl1.e enhancement of historical, cultw-al and archeological areas 
8. Provide for recreation in tl1e form of boating, hiking, camping, fishing, hw1ting, equestrian, mmung, jogging, biking, 

walking, roller skating, obsetving or photographing nature, picnicking, playing non-organized spotts or engaging in free 
play. 

9. Provide county-wide connectivity 

Summaty of County's approach to achieve tl1e 20% goal 

To achieve the County greenspace goal of 20 percent or 32,437 acres the county and municipalities will use vari

ous methods of the strategic plan to ensure the minimum goal is obtained. Currently, the county has 4, 625 acres 

of protected greenspace witllin its geographical borders. To achieve the additional 27, 811 acres to meet tl1e 

County Greenspace goal it is anticipated that the majority of the land to be protected will mostly fall witlun or 

around the floodplain and wetlands of Bibb County. This is because most of tl1e county's greenspace criteria, 

such as, reparian buffers, archeological sites, scetuc areas, and water resources are within tl1e boundaries of tl1e 
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t1oodplain and wetlands. T o this end, it is estimated that over 70 percent of the goal will be achieved u sing areas 

within. tl1e t1oodplain and wetlands. The following is tl1e estimate of how tl1e various county criteria will assist in 

meeting tl1e County Green space Program goal: 

Floodplain/ Wetlands . . . ... ..... . .. . . . .... ..... . ... ...... .. . .. ... . . . ... . ..... . . . .. . .. .. .. . .... .... . . . . . . . ... . .... 6,800-7,800 acres 
Water quality, reparian buffers, and erosion areas . ... . . . . . ... . . .............. . . .. . ... ... .... .. . ..... .. . . . ... . . .... . 10,200 acres 

Scenic areas and cultural/ historic/ archeological areas .. . ...... .. ..... ... .. .. . ........ .. . ....... .... ... . . ....... 6,800-7 ,000 acres 

Passive recreation ...... ..... .. . .. . . . .. . . .. . ......... ............ ... ........ . . . ... ... . .. . .. ..... ..... . ........ . . . ... . 2,000-2,500 acres 
County connectivity . ... ...... .. . ... .... ....... .... ... . .... . . ..... . ..... . .......... . ... .. . ... .. . .. . .. . .. .. . .. 720 acres or 200 miles 

Source: The Bibb Cotmty Greenspace Grant Application) November 2000 

SIGNIFICANT CULTURAL RESOURCES 

HISTORIC RESOURCES 

The City of Macon contains approximately 55 square miles of land, of which 7% is in one of the ten historic dis

tricts. Three of tl1ese histot~c dist:I.~cts, Macon (Intown), Vineville and Cherokee H eights have historic zoning pro

tection. 

The Macon Historic District is tl1e most prominent, and includes n early all of tl1e former area known as tl1e In

town Historic District and tl1e downtown business district. TI1e original town parcels are found witlun this dis

trict. Tlus development pattern extends from the early years o f tl1e City until 1942. TI1e district contains 600 acres 

and was tl1e first local district to be listed on the National Register of Historic Places in 1974. The area contains a 

range of architectural styles, from Greek Revival to Italian Renaissance Revival, wit:l1 shotgun type housing found 

t:l1roughout tl1e district. 

Residential examples can be found at the follow locations: Greek Revival- 1261 J e fferson Terrace; Seco nd Ern-

pire - 1144 Georgia Avenue; Queen Anne - 1085 Georgia Avenue; Folk Victorian- 991 Magnolia Street; 

Classic Revival- 233 College Street; and I talian. Renaissance Revival- 934 Georgia A venue. 

Commercial buildings are found downtown in an area bounded approximately by W alnut Street, Martin Luther 

King, Jr. Blv d ., Poplar Street, and First Street. Institutional buildings are found throughout the district, such as: 

tl1e Grand Opera House at 639 Mulbeny Street, tl1e Federal Building at 475 Mulbeny Street and City Hall at 700 

Poplar Street . 
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Numerous churches are in the district, with one of the oldest structures being Christ Episcopal Church, con

stmcted around 1852, located at 538 Walnut Street. TI1e district also contains the only two stmctures in Macon 

designated by the U.S. Department of the Interior as National Historic Landmarks: the Carmichael House at 

1183 Georgia Avenue and H ay House at 934 Georgia Avenue. The Greek Revival Carmichael House was built 

arow1d 1848, and is noted for its rotunda. Plans of the house are on file at the Library of Congress. The Hay 

House was built between 1855 and 1859 and contains 16,000 square feet on fomlevels. Major original features of 

the house are the existence of bathrooms and d1e ventilation system. In 1995 the Hay House had more dwn 

40,000 visitors as it is a main draw for tourists to d1e City. Od1er particular points of interest are d1e Cannonball 

House at 856 Mulbeny Street and the Sidney Lanier Cottage at 935 High Street. The Greek Revival Cannonball 

House, known for being strlJck during d1e Civil War's batde for Dunlap's Hill, is open to d1e public. TI1e Cottage, 

also open to the public, was d1e home of Sidney Lanier, a famous poet. In 1995, 13,593 people visited his home. 

However, d1e largest tourist attraction is d1e Ocmulgee National Monument. The site had approximately 114,544 

visitors in 1995, less d1an in previous years. 

Macon boasts 11 Historic Districts listed on d1.e National Register of Historic Places. Macon has more listed his

toric districts dun any od1er city in Georgia. 

Cherokee Brick Historic District 

Location: 3250 Waterville Road, Macon - approximately 4000 acres. The brick company was developed between 

1877 (Stratton Brick Company) and 1949 (the company name was changed to Cherokee Brick and Tile Com

pany) . The prehistoric archaeological sites date from 8000 BC- 150 A.D. The Cherokee Brick and Tile Company 

historic district represents d1.e entire brick making process from d1e mining and transportation of clay to d1e 

manufacture and shipping of brick. The two principal brick-making buildin.gs at d1e main plant are d1e combined 

Plant Nos 1 and 2 (1920 -22 and 1960s) and Plant No. 3 (1947 - 1949). A large, gambrel-roofed clay storage 

building (1926) sends clay to both main plant building by overhead conveyors. Finished bricks ready for shipping 

are stacked along a spur line on d1e site of earlier kilns. TI1e two straight kilns can produce 100,000 bricks eveq 

twenty-four hours; over 130 million bricks are produced annually. The district also includes networks of roads 

and rail lines, several smvivi.ng rail cars, and a plate-girder turntable bridge (1928) across the Ocmulgee River. Ar

chaeological survey and testing on d1e tract have resulted in d1e discovery of nine pt·elustori.c sites, seven of wluch 

have been recommended eligible. These sites range in age from d1e Early Archaic period (8000 - 6000 BC) to a 

previously wneported 1\llississippian Pcr·iod Lamar mound complex (A.D. 1450- 1550) which appears to include 

a central ceremonial mound and approximately sixteen house mounds. 
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Cherokee Heights Historic District 

The Cherokee Heights Historic District is the smallest historic zoning district with only 67 acres. Roy Street 

forms the northern boundaty, Napier Avenue the southern boundary, Pio Nono Avenue the eastern boundary 

and Inverness Avenue the western boundary. The area was added to d1.e National Register of Historic Places in 

1982, and is the last district to have zoning regulations. The subdivision began around 1909 and experienced 

construction w1.til the 1950's. The district is mostly residential witl1 a few non-significant commercial structures 

along Pio Nono Avenue. Such architectural styles as Georgian Revival, English Tudor, Spanish JVIission, and 

Craftsman can be found in tlus district. The neighborhood is made up of two parts: tl1.e original subdivision of 

1909 and tl1.e subdivision annex of Suwanee Avenue in 1923. Houses in tl1e latter sections were built from tl1e 

mid 1930s to the 1950s. Macon's Cherokee H eights was placed on tl1e National Register of Historic Places be

cause it was one of tl1e first planned residential and suburban communities in Macon. D eveloped from 1909 -

1923, tl1e homes are primarily built in tl1.e styles of Georgian Revival, English Tudor, Spanish Mission, Craftsman 

and Bungalow, including many homes designed by Georgian architect, Neel Reid. Cherokee Heights was devel

oped by a real estate developing company, tl1.e Vineville Improvement Company. This company provided tl1.e first 

suburban development of its kind in Macon. The area was developed in two phases, d1e first from 1909 to 1911, 

and tl1e second in 1923. Businessmen, managers, and otl1.er professionals of the early Twentietl1. Century middle 

class resided in Cherokee Heights. Location: Bounded by Pio Nono Avenue, Napier Avenue, Inverness Avenue 

and Suwanee Avenue. Developed: 1909 to 1923. Approx. 67 acres. Planned residential suburban commwlity. 

Arclutectural Styles: Georgian Revival, English Tudor, Spanish JVIission, Craftsman/Bungalow. Good collection 

of arclutect Neil Reid houses. 

East Macon Historic District 

The East Macon Historic District developed from around 1870 tluough 1940 and contained approximately 90 

acres. The boundaries are Emery Highway, Coliseum Drive, Clinton, Fletcher, and Fairview streets. This section 

was once part of a larger area known as East Macon. The houses in the district are predominantly wood framed 

witl1 styles including Queen Anne, Italianate, Neoclassical Revival, and Craftsman. Tllis section was occupied by 

tl1.e wllite upper-m..iddle class as well as mill workers. This area was listed on tl1.e National Register of Historic 

Places in 1993. East Macon Historic District, located one mile east of d1e central business distr-ict, consists of 

mid-nineteenth tlnough early twentied1. century residential, commercial, and educational development. East 

Macon's lllstorical significance lies in d1e architecture of tl1.e homes and buildings in tl1.e area, as well as the obvi

ous commwuty plamling and development. In tl1.e 1920's, land in East Macon was sold for settlement and was 

furtl1er developed into tl1.e present pattem of large homes on large lots. Beginning in tl1.e Twentieth Century, 



smaller, more modest homes were incorporated, developing the neighborhood that is still visible today. Architec

tural Styles: Italianate, Folk Victorian, Neoclassical Revival and Craftsman. 

Fort Hill Historic District 

Approximately one mile east of Macon's central business district is the Fort Hill Historic District. The Fort Hill 

District was part of the area kn.own as East lVIacon mentioned above. The district is roughly bounded by Emery 

Highway, Second Street Extension, Mitchell, Morrow, and Schaeffer Place. The district covers approximately 140 

acres and began developing around 1870. Most of the houses are modest, with styles ranging from Queen Anne, 

Folk Victorian, Craftsman, to no distinguishable style. A replica of Ft. H awkins, the early fortification, is within 

the district. Tlus section of Macon was listed on the National Register of Historic Places in 1993. Fort Hill His

tor~c District is built on land that was sold for settlement in tl1e 1820's and continued development well into tl1e 

Twentietl1 Century. This district also includes the Historic Fort H awkins, which is also listed on tl1e National 

Register. A reproduction of the Fort is also located within the district. Fort Hill was accepted onto the National 

Register of Historic Places due to tl1e area's sig1uficance in historic arclutecture and community plaruung repre

senting the 1870's through the 1940's. Adding to the district's antiquity are a church, numerous comer stores and 

two schools built in the 1930's. D eveloped: 1870-1941 Acreage: Approx. 140 acres 

Macon Historic District 

The Macon Historic District is the historic commercial, residentia~ and institutional development that grew out 

of Macon's original town plan and forms tl1.e city's llistoric core. The district's development began in 1823 when 

the town plan was fir·st laid out and continued into tl1e 1940's. The district is significant in tl1.e areas of architec

ture, commerce, commullity planrung and development, politics/ government, landscape architecture, education, 

and transportation. The historic Terminal Station is an exceptional example of monumental architecture in 

downtown Macon. The former railroad station was designed in the Beaux Arts style and witl1. Beaux Arts plan

tung principles. Historic community institutional buildings are anod1.er group of prominent freestanding build

ings located tl1.1oughout d1.e distt~ct. Christ Church, Mulbeny Street Uruted Metl1odist Church and First Presbyte

t~an Church are all over 175 years old. Tl1ey are examples of Gothic Revival, Richardson Romanesque, and High 

Victorian Gothic. The majority of Mercer University's buildings are variations of tl1e Acadenlic Gotluc Revival 

style and Victorian Gotluc and Neoclassical Revival. Tl1e district contains a sigtllficant and varied collection of 

residential buildings that range from landmark mansions to small worker homes. Tl1ere are tl1.1ee distinct 

neighborhoods witllin the district tl1at depict tl1e various styles of arcllitecture: Intown Neighborhood, Huguenin 

Heights, and Tatnall Square Heights . Part of tl1e Intown neighborhood includes College Hill where Macon's up-
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per class citizens constmcted a number of landmark houses. 11-J.ese houses are very large and generally date from 

the 19th centmy; many are the work of prominent Macon architects. There are several historic landscaped parks 

in the district, including Coleman Hill Park in the College Hill neighborhood and d1e fom:-block Tatnall Square 

Park. Location: Roughly bounded by Walnut, Broadway, Ogled10rpe, Central of Georgia Railroad, Edgewood, 

Interstate 7 5, and Madison Avenue. Developed: 1823 (the date of the original town plan) through 1942. Archi

tectural Styles : Folk Victorian, Q ueen Anne, l talianate, Neoclassical Revival, Bungalow/ Craftsman, Classical Re

vival, Colonial Reviva~ Greek Revival, Commercial Style, Tudor Revival, Italian Renaissance, Late Gothic Re

vival, Romanesque, Skyscraper, Moderne, Art D eco, Gothic, and Beaux Arts. 

Huguenin H eights: 

Huguenin H eights was d1e first neighborhood revitalization project by Macon Heritage Fom1dation. Begm1 in 

1994, a total of 16 houses were restored for single-family owners. Bounded by Tat:nall Square Park, I -75, Ogle

d1orpe Street and Coleman Avenue and adjacent to Mercer University Campus, d1e neighborhood features two

stmy Queen Anne houses averaging 2300 square feet, most of which were built in the late 1800's. The objectives 

of d1e project were to restore the neighborhood to predominately owner-occupied residential status and to create 

an environment where residents' pride in d1eir neighborhood would reduce crime and maintain the properties. 

The project has been a tremendous success. In 1992, the neighborhood had 189 police calls recorded in seven 

mond1s. In the same seven month period in 1997, only 29 calls were reported. That is a reduction of 85%. Prop

erty values have more d1ru.1 doubled since d1e revitalization has been completed. The project has garnered na

tional acclain1 in d1at it was a featured tom of d1e National Trust of Historic Preservation in 1998 and it was on 

"Restore America" on d1e HGTV channel. In 2001 d1e Georgia Trust awarded its Excellence in Rehabilitation 

award to MHF for Huguenin H eights. 

Tatrtall Square H eights: 

Tatnall Square H eigh ts is Macon He1~tage Foundation's second neighborhood revitalization project. The area was 

developed between 1890 and 1925 and is located adjacent to Tatnall Square Pat.k and is bow1ded by Adams 

Street, the Central of Georgia Railroad, College Street and Oglethorpe Street. The neighborhood consists of 

eighty-two properties including 18 owner-occupied houses, 36 non-owner occupied houses, 24 vacant lots and 4 

commercial structures. Many of the houses are Queen Anne cottages wid1 2-3 bedrooms and 2 baths. It is antici

pated that d1e Foundation will rehabilitate o r construct at least 14 residences for single families to bring home

ownership above 60%. Christmas in April has focused on d1e neighborhood in April 2000 ass.iteing many of d1e 

existing homeowners with necessary repairs. This project builds on Iviacon H eritage's success in d1e Huguenin 
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H eights area where 16 houses have been rehabilitated for single-family homeownership. Twelve houses have 

been sold, four are available and one is currently tmder constmction- creating 50% home ownership in the area. 

For information o n purchasing houses in tl1e T atnall Square H eights neighborhood, please call MHF at 7 42-5084. 

North Highlands District 

The Nortl1 Highlands D istrict began developing around 1890 and contin.ued until approximately 1941. This D is

trict's boundary lines include Nottingham Drive, Boulevard Avenue, and Clinton Road. Planned residential devel

opment covers appmximately 130 acres and includes such architectural styles as Queen Anne, Colonial Revival, 

Neoclassical Revival, and Craftsman. In 1993 the neighborhood was listed on tl1e National Register. North High

lands, one mile from Macon's central business district, is recognized by tl1e National Register of Historic Places 

because of its Hchitecture, community plruming and development. Nmtl1 H ighlands was originally one planta

tion, owned by Thomas Woodfolk, who in the 1830's parceled ru1d sold tl1.e lru1.d as fanning and plantation land. 

The region then developed as a suburb in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. A wide variety of ar

chitectural style is seen in Nortl1. H ighland. H omes range from tl1.e older and larger Greek Revival, Queen Anne, 

Shingle Colonial Reviva~ Classic Revival, ru1d Craftsmru1. styles to the more economical one-stmy btmgalows and 

early ranch style homes. The earliest house in the district is the Melrose-Barton H ouse circa 1850, whicl1. exempli

fies the Greek Revival style. Queen Anne style homes with tl1.eir doric columned porches dominate at tl1e inter

section of Summit and Nortl1 Avenue while English Vernacular Revival cottages are present on Nortl1. Avenue. 

Nottingham D rive and tl1e Cmq Place/ Clay Street section have mru1.y bungalows and brick ranch houses. 

Whereas North Highlands began with a residential and agricultural emphasis, it is now used by residents, limited 

businesses, and schools. Nortl1. Highlands has a vety active neighborhood association. For mo re information 

visit tl1.eir website. Location: One mile nortl1east of central business district. Bounded by Nottingham D rive, 

Boulevard and Clinton Road. D eveloped: 1870-1936. Acreage: Approx. 130 acres. Architectmal Styles: Queen 

Anne, Colonial Revival, Neoclassical Revival, English Vernacular Revival, Greek Revival and Craftsmru1.. 

Pleasant Hill Historic District 

Macon's most significant historic black community is the Pleasant Hill Historic District. The housing stock 

dates fmm tl1e 1870's tl1.rough tl1.e 1930's, with single stmy wood frame predominating, such as the "shotgun" a11d 

the ell shaped cottages. Tlus neighbmhood grew rapidly a11d b y 1925, most o f the historic buildings had been 

constructed . The Pleasant Hill Historic D istrict documents a black residential area tl1.at developed over the years 

into a community representing a cross section of the City's black populatio n and encompassing around 200 acres. 

The commwuty was listed on the N ational Register in 1986. Macon's Pleasru1t Hill Historic District is sigtuficant 



due to its function as a historic black community. D eveloped from the 1870's until the 1930's, Pleasant Hill resi

dents consisted of property owners, doctors, dentists, educators, attorneys, businessmen, grocers, and ministers. 

Lewis Williams, a principal of numerous Macon schools, and Albert B . Fitzpatrick, manager of the black

organized Peoples H ealth & Lfe Insurance company represent just a few of the influential black residents of 

Pleasant Hill. Pleasant Hill consists of mostly one-story homes witl1 simple porches reflecting tl1e "L-shaped" 

Victorian cottages. Many homes in tl1e area show the influence of otl1er styles such as Neoclassical colunms and 

Craftsman-style porches. Included in the area are several comer stores, a Iviasonic Lodge, one small wood-framed 

chmch, and ilie St. Peter Claver Church and School in a late Victorian brick style. Location: Bounded by Madi

son Street, north ofVineville Avenue, east of Rogers Avenue, south of Neal Avenue. Bisected by I-75. D evel

oped: 1870-1936 Acreage: Approx. one square mile. Architectural Styles: Queen Anne, Neoclassical and Crafts

man cottages and "shotgun" style houses. First African-American neighborhood. Linwood cemetety included 

within boundaries of district. 

Railroad Historic District 

TI1e Railroad Historic District developed between the years of 1844 and 1936. The boundary is fonned by Broad

way, 5th, 6th and 7th streets and the railroad tracks. :Most buildings are brick, but some are made of conugated 

meta~ tile or wood framed exteriors. The area was listed o n tl1e National Register in 1987. The district contains 

approximately 260 acres and is the only industrial district listed. Windows and roofs are tl1e main architectural 

features. Unlike otl1er histo1-ical districts in Macon, the Macon Railroad L1dustrial District is valued by ilie Na

tional Register of Historic Places as a commercial and industrial district rather than residential. TI1e historical ar

chitecture includes industrial and commercial buildings from tl1e late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. 

The Macon Railroad Industrial District symbolizes the importance of business to Macon's economic base. Busi

nesses such as the Dixie Works, c. 1895, Adams Brotl1ers Wholesale Grocery, c. 1894, T he Macon Cabinet Com

pany, c. 1895, and The Atlantic Compress Company, c. 1908, helped to start 1\!Iacon's growtl1. The growtl1 of 

Macon paralleled the growth of the railroad as depots received, stored, and shipped freight. Location: Area 

around Broadway, Stl1, 6th and 7th Streets and Central Georgia Southern and Seaboard railroad tracks. 

Shirley Hills Historic District 

The Shirley Hills Historic District developed between 1922 and 1941 and covered approximately 300 acres. This 

residential section of Macon was listed on tl1e National Register in 1989. The boundaty includes generally tl1e area 

bounded by Nottingham D rive, Cuny Dt·ive, Parh.-view Drive, Jackson Springs Road, Oakcliff Road, Jaques Road, 

Twin Pines Drive and Jackson Springs Park. The styles of the houses represent early 20th centmy architecture. 

MB #atM-IJrii ~wrCt; · PIMWw~ & Zo"'i' eo~~"''"'c( . 4-"6 . . . SHARED VISIONS ~ " if II' - Planning Smart ChOICes 



Developed between 1922 and 1941, Shirley Hills was placed on d1.e National Register of Historic Places for its 

architecture, bod1 in homes and landscape. As a twentied1. centmy planned residential subdivision, d1.e lots are 

comprised of large homes and landscaped yards . Historically, Shirley Hills has been d1.e home of many prominent 

business and professional leaders in Macon. A majority of d1.e land was owned by A.O. Bacon, a Georgia legisla

tor and United States Senator. Homes in Shirley Hills represent many different styles of early 20th cenhuy archi

tecture including: Colonial Revival, Classical Revival, Tudor Revival, Georgian Revival, Italian Renaissance, 

Frencl1. Renaissance, Mission and Spanish Colonial Reviva~ Bungalow, Craftsman, Neoclassical Revival and Eng

lish Vemacular. Notable Macon Architects, Elliot Dunwoody and Ellamae Ellis League, designed homes in 

Shirley Hills. Speci£cally, 1161 Nottingham Drive, a Georgian Revival by E lliot Dunwoody and 1435 Twin Pines 

Drive, a Neoclassical Revival by Ella.mae Ellis League. The designers of dus plrumed commmuty insisted that the 

area should radiate a pichuesque and park-like feeling. The landscaped yards in Slurley Hills adds to dus nah1ral 

appearance. Jackson Springs Park, originally believed to be a camping site of Andrew Jackson adds to the natural 

atmosphere of SlUrley Hills. Location: Northeast section of city, one mile from the central business district. In

cludes portions of Nottingham Drive, Cuny Drive, Parkview Drive, Jackson Spring Road, Oakclif:I Road, Jaques 

Road, Twin Pines Drive and Jackson Spring Park. Developed: 1922-1941 Acreage: Approx. 300 acres. Ardutec

tural Styles: Early 20th cenhuy Classic Revival, bungalows, Tudor Reviva~ Mediterrru1ean. Developed as a 

plrumed residential subdivision of large residences from d1.e estate of Senator A . 0 . Bacon. 

Tindall Heights Historic District 

The Tindall H eights Historic District is located in soud1 Macon bounded by Oglethorpe, Broadway, Eisenhower 

Parkway, Felton, Nussbaum, ru1d d1.e railroad d1at covers approximately 400 acres. The development dates from 

1870 to around 1942 with most houses being wood framed. The types include Cottage and Shotgun. This soud1-

em neighborhood of Macon was listed on the National Register in 1993. Although all of d1e districts are listed 

on the National Register, more than 5,500 properties are listed in the Nation Register in Macon-Bibb County, 

either in districts or individually. The following are a few of the public/ semi-public sites on d1at list: Rose Hill 

Cemetery, Ft. Hawkins Archeological Site, Municipal Auditorium, St. Joseph's Cad1olic Church, the Old U.S. Post 

Office and Federal Building, Mercer University Administration Building, and the Central City Park Bandstand. 

Some private residences applications for certi£cates of appropriateness for compliance concerning d1e constmc

tion, alteration, modification, rehabilitation, or demolition of structures or other land feahues within d1e border 

of d1e d1ree districts. The Historic Review Board then makes recommendation to the Plruuung & Zarling Com

mission. Tindall Heights was listed on the Natio11al Register of Historic Places in 1993. It is lustorically signifi

cant because it was developed between 1870 and 1940 as a wlute, middle class commmuty with housing for work-
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ers and includes churches, stores, homes and a school. It contains one of the largest and most intact collections 

of urban Georgia house types from that pet·iod. Tindall Heights consists mainly of framed houses in the Queen 

Anne, Craftsman, Italianate, Classic Revival, Bungalow, Romanesque, Colonial Revival and Folk Victorian styles. 

The commercial properties are one and two story buildings with fust floor storefronts. The churches are built in 

the Romanesque Revival and Colonial Revival styles. A unique feature of this historic district is the large, two 

stmy brick Colonial Revival neighborhood school. Location: One mile southwest of central business district 

within Ogled1.0rpe, Broadway, Eisenhower Parkway, Felton, and Nussbaum Streets and the railroad. D eveloped: 

c. 1870-1942 Acreage: Approx. 400 acres. Architectural Styles: Queen Anne cottages, shotgun-style houses, folk 

Victorian, Craftsman, Classic Reviva~ Colonial Revival, Romanesque 

Vineville Historic District 

Vineville could be classified as tl1e fust suburban neighborhood of Macon and is predominantly residential. The 

area contains approximately 525 acres. The general boundaries are 1-75 to the nortl1, Carolina Avenue to tl1e 

south, Central of Georgia Railroad to the east, and anywhere from one parcel facir1g Vineville Avenue to three 

blocks off to form the west. In 1837 d1e village had approximately 500 residents among the 40 fanlliies, making 

up 12% of d1e total population. In 1880 the large rural tracts of land began to be subdivided as the pressure of 

new housing increased for the workers of the cotton mills and as the trolley system expanded. The grmvtl1 slowed 

during tl1e Depression and the structures built were widun d1e existing neighborhood boundaty. By tl1e 1960's 

commercial land uses had appeared replacing some residences. Apartments also were constructed, reducing the 

single-family residential character of tl1e neighborhood. Late nineteenth and twentied1 century revival styles such 

as Greek Revival, Georgian. Revival, Italianate Reviva~ Queen Anne, and Craftsman predominate the architecture. 

The neighborhood was added to d1e National Register of Historic Places in 1980 and is also one of the tl1ree his

toric z01ung districts. The Vineville Historic District, one and one half miles nortl1west of downtown Macon, 

was accepted into tl1e N ational Register of Historic Places in 1975. Tlus district includes not only residential but 

also commercial buildings incorporating a wide variety of arclutectural designs from the 1830's to 1930's. Repre

sented in tl1e 700 homes, churches, and businesses are Plantation Plain, Victorian, Neoclassica~ and Bungalow 

styles. Tl1e district also features extraordinary examples of the Spruush Villa, English Tudor, Italian Renaissance, 

Federal Georgian and _Tacoberu1 styles. Prominent residents of tlus lustorical district included Reverend G.F. 

Pierce, the fust president of Macon's Wesleyan College, George M. Logan, mayor of Macon .in 1839, and the 

Honorable Thomas Hardeman, a United States congressional representative in the late 1850's who developed tl1e 

"sta ~.:s and bars" on Georgia's previous state flag. 
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Beginning as an area full of large plantation estates, the Vineville Historic District boasts many large Plantation 

Plain homes, such as the Solomon-Smith house at 2619 Vineville Avenue. TI1e Greek Revival architectural style is 

represented in the Napier-Small house built in 1846 at 156 Rogers Avenue which is nationally 1·ecognized as a 

prototypical example. Notable architect, Neel Reid designed the Max Morris house in 191 5 at 2084 Vineville Ave

nue in d1.e Colonial Revival style. Other signitJ.cant homes include 172 Cleveland, circa 1836 and 201 Clisby, 

which was built in d1.e 1830's by Samuel T. Bailey and sold to Joseph Clisby, d1.e first President of d1.e Board of 

Education, in 1858. Clisby School was named in his honor. As the Vineville area became more suburbanized, d1.e 

addition of churches such as Vineville Presbyterian and Vineville Baptist Chmch complimented the district wid1. 

unique and grand architecture. Vineville has a very active neighb01:hood association. Fo.r more information about 

Vineville Neighborhood Association and its functions, see d1.eir website. Location: Along Vineville Avenue from 

I-75 to Georgia Academy for the Blind and including side streets such as Pierce Avenue, Hines Terrace, Cleve

land Avenue, Buford Place and Rogers Avenue. Adjacent to Pleasant Hill Historic District .. D eveloped: c. 1830-

1935. Acreage approx. 525 acres. Architectural Styles: Classic Reviva~ Queen Anne, Craftsman/ Bungalows, 

Plantation Plain, Victorian, Neoclassical, Spanish Villa, English Tudor, Italian Renaissance, Federal Georgian, and 

Jacobean. 

Figure 4.11 displays d1e historic districts widun the City of Macon. The following table 4.12 displays additional 

lustoric sites that are listed on the National Register of Historic Places within Macon-Bibb County. 

Source: '.V'vvw.lustoricmacon.org 
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Historic Districts Figure 4.11 
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Table 4.12 

National Register of Historic Places: Macon-Bibb County 
State County Resource Name Address City Listed 

GA Bibb Anderson, Capt. R. J., House 1730 West End Ave. Macon 1971-05-27 

GA Bibb Anderson, Judge Clifford, 642 Orange St. Macon 1971-07-14 
House 

GA Bibb Baber, Ambrose, House 577--587 Walnut St. Macon 1973~08-14 

GA Bibb Burke, Thomas C., House 1085 Georgia Ave. Macon 1971-06-21 

GA Bibb Cannonball House 856 Mulberry St. Macon 1971-05-27 

GA Bibb Central City Park Bandstand Central City Park Macon 1972-03~16 

GA Bibb Cherokee Brick and Tile 3250 Waterville Rd. Macon 2002-04-11 
Company 

GA Bibb Cherokee Heights District Pio Nono, Napier, Invemess, and Su- Macon 1982-07-08 

GA Bibb Christ Episcopal Church 538~566 Walnut St. Macon 1971-07-14 

GA Bibb Collins--Odom--Strickland 1495 2nd St. Macon 1979-01-22 
House 

GA Bibb Cowles House 988 Bond St. Macon 1971-06-21 

GA Bibb Cowles, Jerry, Cottage 4569 Rivoli Dr. Macon 1971-06-21 

GA Bibb Dasher-Stevens House 904 Orange Ter. Macon 1972-10-18 

GA Bibb Davis-Guttenberger-Rankin 134 Buford Pl. Macon 1973-11-30 

GA Bibb Domingos House 1261 Jefferson Ter. Macon 1971-06-21 

GA Bibb East Macon Historic District Roughly bounded by Emety Hwy., Macon 1993-04-01 
Coliseum Dr., and Clinton, Fletcher 

and Faitview Sts. 

GA Bibb Emerson-Holmes Building 566 Mulbeny St. Macon 1971-06-21 

GA Bibb Findlay, Robert, House 785 2nd St. Macon 1972-01-20 

GA Bibb First Presbyterian Church 690 Mulbeny St. Macon 1972-09-14 

GA Bibb Fort Hawkins Archeological Address Restricted Macon 1977-11-23 
Site 

GA Bibb Fort Hill Historic District Roughly bounded by Emety Hwy., Sec- Macon 1993-04-16 
ond St. Ext., Mitchell and Morrow Sts. 

and Schaeffer Pl. 

GA Bibb Goodall House 618 Orange St. Macon 1971-05-27 

GA Bibb Grand Opera House 651 Mulbeny St. Macon 1970-06-22 

GA Bibb Green-Poe House 841 ~845 Poplar St. Macon 1971-07-14 

GA Bibb Hatcher-Groover-Schwartz 1144~ 1146 Georgia Ave. Macon 1971-06-21 

GA Bibb Holt-Peeler-Snow House 1129 Georgia Ave. Macon 1971-06-21 

GA Bibb Johnston-Hay House 934 Georgia Ave. Macon 1971-05-27 
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GA Bibb Lanier, Sidney, Cottage 935 High St. M acon 1972-01-31 

GA Bibb Lassiter House 315 College St. Macon 1972-04-11 

GA Bibb Lee, W. G., Alumni House 1270 Ash (Coleman) St. Macon 1971-07-14 

GA Bibb Lustron House at 3498 3498 McKenzie Dr. Macon 1996-03-18 
McKenzie Drive 

GA Bibb Macon Historic District Roughly bounded by Riverside Dr., Macon 1974-12-31 
Broadway, Elm, and I-75 

GA Bibb Macon Historic District Roughly, Adams St. and Linden Ave. S, M acon 1995-07-27 
(Bound ary Increase) Wand N ofTattnall Sq. and Broadway 

and Third Sts. between Poplar and Pine 
Sts. 

GA Bibb Macon Railroad Industrial Roughly bow1ded by Efth, Sixth, and M acon 1987-06-12 
District Seventh Sts., Central of Georgia, 

Southern, and Seaboard RR tracks 

GA Bibb McCrary, DeWitt, House 320 H ydrolia St. M acon 1974-03-22 

GA Bibb Mechanics Engine House 950 Third St. Macon 1990-09-13 
No.4 

GA Bibb Mercer University Admini- Coleman Ave. Macon 1971-08-26 
stration Buildin_g 

GA Bibb Militia Headquarters Build- 552--564 Mulbeny St. Macon 1972-04-11 

~ 
GA Bibb Monroe Street Apartments 641--661 Monroe St. Macon 1972-03-16 

GA Bibb Municipal Auditorium 415--435 1st St. Macon 1971-06-21 

GA Bibb Munroe-Dunlap-Snow House 920 High St. Macon 1971-07-14 

GA Bibb Munroe-Goolsby House 159 Rogers Ave. M acon 1972-01-20 

GA Bibb Napier, Leroy, House 2215 N apier Av e. Maco11 1971-05-27 

GA Bibb North Highlands Historic Roughly bounded by Nottingham Dr., Macon 1993-11-22 

GA Bibb Ocmulgee National Monu- 1207 Emmy Hwy., E of Maco n Macon 1966-10-15 
ment 

GA Bibb Old Macon Library 652-662 Mulbeny St. Maco11 1973-11-26 

GA Bibb Old U.S. Post Office and Fed- 475 Mulberry St. Macon 1972-01-20 
eral Building 

GA Bibb Pleasant Hill Historic District Roughly bounded by Sheridan Ave. and M acon 1986-05-22 
Schofield St., Madison, J efferson and 

Ferguson, and Ga.lliard Sts. 

GA Bibb Railroad Overpass at Ocmul- OffGA49 Macon 1979-12-18 
~ee 

GA Bibb R aines-Carmichael House 11 83 Georgia Ave. Macon 1971-06-21 

GA Bibb Randolph-Whitde House 1231 ] effe1·son Ter. Macon 1972-02-01 

GA Bibb Riverside Cemetery 1301 Riverside Dr. Macon 1983-04-28 

GA Bibb Rogers, Rock, House 337 College St. Macon 1972-01 -20 

GA Bibb Rose Hill Cemetery Riverside Dr. Macon 1973-10-09 



GA Bibb Shirley Hills Historic District Roughly Senate Pl., Parkview Dr., Macon 1989-08-17 
Curry Dr., Briarcliff Rd. , Nottingham 

Dr., and the Ocmulgee River 

GA Bibb Slate House 931--945 Walnut St. Macon 1974-01-21 

GA Bibb Small House 156 Rogers Ave. Macon 1971-05-27 

GA Bibb Solomon-Curd House 770 Mulbeny St. Macon 1971-05-27 

GA Bibb Solomon-Smith-Martin 2619 Vineville Ave. Macon 1971-07-14 
House 

GA Bibb St. Joseph's Catholic Church 812 P oplar St. Macon 1971-07-14 

GA Bibb Roughly bounded by Broadway, Eisen- Macon 1993-07-01 
hower Pkwy., Felton and Nussbaum 

Tindall Heights Historic Dis- Aves., Central of Georgia RR tracks 

trict and Oglethorpe St 

GA Bibb Villa Albicini 150 Tucker Rd. Macon 1974-05-16 

GA Bibb Vineville Historic District GA 247 and U.S. 41 Macon 1980-11-21 

GA Bibb Wesleyan College Historic 4760 Forsyth Rd. Macon 2004-04-02 
District 

GA Bibb Williams, Luther, Field 225 Willie Smokey Glover Blvd., Cen- Macon 2004-06-24 
tral City Park 

GA Bibb Willingham-Hill-O'Neal Cot- 535 College St. Macon 1971-07-14 
tage 

Source: www.nr.n12s.gov 
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Archeological Sites in Macon -Bibb County 

Waterworks - There were major occupations by people making Mossy Oak or V.ulli1g (Early Mississip

pian) Simple Stamped potteq; also occupied during Late .Mississippian (Lama1:) and historic Creek (Ocmulgee 

Fields) Periods. This site has been disturbed, but is probably still partially intact. A surface smvey was conducted 

in the late 1930's. Latet:, it was partially excavated and t:epmted by a collector who uncovered a human burial as

sociated wid1 d1e simple stamped pottety. The collector sent the remains to the University of Gemgia. 

Waterworks #2 - Aerial photos taken ill 1938 show large areas of dark stains and surface smvey by a U.S. 

Fmest Se1vices archeologist in 1944 indicate a village site (probably Creek), covering much of the bulldozed sum

mit of a hill in a horseshoe bend of d1e t:iver owned by d1e Macon Municipal W/ ate1works. Several yeat:s ago, arti

fact collectms found almost one-dllid of a historic Creek (YY./ ahmt Roughened) vessel and od1er large shreds erod

ing out of a bank along an old river channel on the east side of dus site. Sunple Stamped and Etowah Compli

cated Stamped shards were also fmmd at dus large site. 

Ocmulgee National Monument - This great, nationally significant, site has features a11d artifacts repre

senting the entire cultural conti.tmum, including Ice Age Paleo Indians, Archaic Period hunter-gatherers, Wood

land Period horticultural bands, an Early Mississippian Period town, an lustoric Muscogee (Creek) town and colo

tual British trading post, the Old Ocmulgee Fields Reserve, d1e Civil War and d1e Great Depression when it be

came the cradle of Soud1eastern Archeology. It is d1e type of site for the Early Mississippian Period Macon Pla

teau culture, the widespread Late 1\llississippian Lamar culture, the lustoric Creek Ocmulgee Fields culture and for 

a number of Soud1eastem pottery types. President Fmnklin Roosevelt's 1936 Proclamation authorized Ocmulgee 

National Monument to include 2,000 acres of "lands commonly known as the Old Ocmulgee Fields, upon which 

a.re located Indian mounds of great lustorical importance." Tlus acreage includes a portion of the 3 x 5 - mile 

Old Ocmulgee Field Rese1ve. The Muscogee (Creek) people t:etained ownet:slup of tlus strip until tl1ey gave up 

their last lands in Gemgia in 1926 and were moved to Oklahoma. The park pt:esently encompasses 702 acres of 

the t:ese1ve. Almost 300 additional acres of tl1e t:esetve, located along tl1e pat:k' s Wahmt Ct:eek boundat:y, were 

t:ecendy donated and are now owned by tl1e At:cheological Consetvancy pending passage of legislation to incm

pomte tl1em into d1e pat:k. Approximately, 110,000 to 120,000 people from all over tl1e wmld visit tl1e Ocmulgee 

National Monument annually. Citizens from the Muscogee (Creek) Nation, head-quartered in Okmugee, Okla

homa maintain ancestral ties to tl1e Old Ocmulgee Fields mentioned in tl1e pa.rk's enabling legisla.tion. The entire 

park is listed on tl1e National Register of Historic Places, witl1 separate listings for a number of features and stmc

tures. The Lamar Mounds and Village have been non'linated for separate National Archeological Landmark 

status. 



Main Unit - Macon Plateau- During the period A.D. 90-11 50, the plateau was the site of the largest town in the 

Southeast. Still visible features include eight pyramidal, flat-topped temples, domiciliary and burial mounds. The 

Great Temple .Niound, situated on an artificially terraced extension of the "South Plateau," is 50' high on the pla

teau side, sloping 90' on its other side to the Walnut Creek/ Ocmulgee River Floodplau1. The "West Platform" 

may have been associated with an earlier mound level. The Lesser Temple Mound, partially destroyed by excava

tion for the first railroad into Macon in 1843, is nearby. The Cornfield Mound covers two low original mounds 

and the rows of an ancient agricultural field. The Funeral :Mound was constructed in seven distil1ct levels made of 

contrasting brightly colored clays. Bm~als were placed in each level, some in large log-lined tombs. A number of 

these individuals wore garments or wrappings adot:ned with tl10usands of marine shell beads, and one wore a 

"headdress" decorated witl1 two oval, repose copper "sun disks" and copper-covered puma jaws. A unique earth

lodge O£ "Ceremonial Council Chamber," protects a 1,000-year-old clay floor featuring a collared fire pit, periph

eral benches with molded seats and "receptacles" and a platform in the shape of a raptorial bird with a forked or 

weepu1g eye. During the late 1600's and early 1700's, a Muscogee (Creek) town was located on tl1e site, along 

with a British colonial trading post. It was ftom here that Col. James Moore, with a group of men from Charles

town and 1,000 Creek Warriors, launched a raid that broke the Spanish stronghold in Florida and Soutl1 Georgia. 

Naturalist William Bartram, travelil1g tl1e Lower Creek Trading Path in the 1780's, noted that tl1e Creeks revered 

the site as the place where their ancestors first "sat down" when they carne into tl1e Southeast. 

In 1805, when tl1e Creeks ceded tl1e ownership of lands between the Oconee and Ocmulgee Rivers, they refused 

to give up tl1ese lands referred to as tl1e Old Ocmulgee Fields Resetve. TI1ey agreed to tl1e construction of U.S. 

Military Fort Hawkll1s on tl1e Resetve and to improvement of tl1e old Lower Creek Trading Patl1, which became 

part of tl1e Federal Road from Washil1gton to New Orleans. After Indian Removal when the resetve was divided 

and sold, tl1e land eventually became part of a farm owned by the Dunlap family whose antebellum home became 

tl1e headquarters of Union General George Stoneman when tl1e tried to capture Macon. The Battle of Dunlap 

Farm took place partially witllli1 tl1e park and one of tl1e area's two remainil1g gun emplacement is located behind 

the Dunlap H ouse. 

In tl1e 1930's during tl1e Gt·eat Depression, archeological exploration began on the Macon Plateau under tl1e aus

pices of tl1e Smitl1sonian Institution. Tlus was followed by a federal relief project tl1at put hundreds of men to 

work on what was tl1en the largest excavation ever undertaken in tlus country . Many Soutl1eastern cultural peri

ods and pottety types were first recognized and defined here. Later, mucl1 of tl1e park's landscaping was done by 
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young men stationed at the Civilian Conservation Corps camp on the Plateau. Scholars are researching and pub~ 

lishing books about this now-historical era. 

Salvage excavations were conducted in the floodplain prior to construction of Interstate 16 along the park's mile

long river bounda1y in the early 1960's. These excavations uncovered evidence of Archaic, Woodland, NLssissip

pian and historic Creek Cultures. In some pits, prehistoric artifacts were buried under up to 12 feet deep under 

sediment containing modem materials. Several Creek burials were found during this work . Jessup's Bluff, a 

Woodland occupation a site, is also known to exist within park boundaries on Walnut Creek between 1-16 and 

the river. 

Lamar Units -Lamar Mounds and Village: This unit of Ocmulgee National Monument is located on 45 

acres of forested floodplain approximately 2 1/ 2 miles downstream from the Macon Plateau Unit It is a large, 

palisade Late Mississippian Period town featuring two mounds, one with a spiral ramp (the only one of .its kind to 

exist). A protohistor.ic culture, covering much of the Southeast and several pottery types were named for the site. 

Some scholars, including Dr. Charles Hudson, University of Georgia, believe this site may have been the towu of 

Ichisi visited by Hernando DeSoto's expedition in 1540. Other sizable occupations occurred during Early Missis

sippian (Macon Plateau) and historic (Ocmulgee Fields Creek) periods. There is also evidence of Late Archaic 

(Stallings Island), Woodland (Deptford), Swift Creek, Napier, Woodstock, Weedeu Island, Mature l\!Lssissippian 

Etowal1, Sava11.11.al1, Rood, Lake Jackson-like and other later Mississippian Irene, Dallas cultures. 

Napier - TI1is large village is the type site for a widespt:ead Late Woodland Period culture and an intricate 

complicated stamped pottery. It was a multi component village site with :NLddle/ Late Woodland (Swift Creek, 

Napier), Mississippian (unidentified simple stamp, Etowah and Lamar) and historic Creek (Ocmulgee Fields) pot

tety. Napier Village is now partially covered by the Corps of Engineer's Macon levee. 

New Pond -This site is located in the Ocmulgee River tloodplain near d1e Ocmulgee N ational Monu

ment boundaq on Walnut Creek. In the 1960's, it was used as a bmrow area for fill dirt during the const:11.1ction 

oH-16. Late Archaic (Stallings Island Fiber Tempered pottety and steatite vessel fragments), Woodland (Swift 

Creek, Napier, Weeden Island) and Mississippian (Bibb Plain, Etowah) components were found during surface 

surveys following extensive damage from soil removal. 
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Gledhill #1- A large amount of topsoil was removed from this site dmir1g construction ofi-16. Surface 

surveys indicated occupations occurred here during the Early and Late Archaic Periods. 

Gledhill #2 - A Paleo-Indian (Clovis) spear point was found at this significant site by an artifact collector 

after the area was used as a borrow location for dirt during constmction of I -16. Much of the site may still be in

tact. Other artifacts span the entire Archaic Period, minor amounts of material may represent use during the Mis

sissippian Period. 

Gledhill #3 - A transitional Paleo-Indian (Hardaway D alton) point was found here, along with other chipped 

stone artifacts. Though a small amount of topsoil was removed during 1-16 construction, the site is largely intact. 

Gledhill #4- E arly Archaic (Big Sandy, Palmer), Middle Ai·chaic (Monow Mountain) and Late Woodland 

(Napier) artifacts were found during surface surveys. This site's present condition is unknown. 

Gledhill #5 - This multi-component site, located on the tirst terrace above the B oggy Branch drainage 

near the tlu·ee previously described Gledhill sites, was discovered during archeological testing of tl1e corridor for 

tl1e proposed Eisenhower Parh."Way Extension. It was recommended as eligible for listing on the National Register 

of Historic Places. 

Horseshoe Bend -The overwhelming majority of pottery at this site dates from the Lamar Cultural pe

riod, witl1 minor amounts of Late Woodland Napier, Early J\IIississippian (Bibb Plain and an unidentified simple 

stamp design on Bibb Plain paste and Etowal1 potte1y). Tllis site is partially covered by the C01ps of Engineer's 

J\IIacon Levee. 

Mickey's Brickyard -Artifacts suggest major occupation during Middle Woodland (Swift Creek) times, 

with an indication of some occupation during Early Woodland (Deptford) Period. The site is known from surface 

srnveys only and its present condition is unknown. 

Chambers Site - Also m entioned in literature for Bibb County, tllis site's location is also unknown. Ac

cording to notes, it was probably a campsite. Artifacts span from Early Archaic (Dalton Projectile points through 

Stallings Island Fiber Tempered pottety) to Eat.:ly Woodland (D eptford) . 
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Mead Road - TI1is is a primarily a Middle Woodland (Swift Creek) site with some indication ofLateAr-

chaic Pottery and steatite fragments. Its present condition is unknown. 

Tuft Springs #1- This site, appearing as a small mound, was partially excavated during the 1930's. It appeared as 

a small mound ti1at was apparentiy a heavy midden (occupation) deposit roughly 100 feet in diameter relatively 

rich in archeological materials, including mussel shell, human and animal bones, as pottery, projectile points, 

drills, scrapers, blades, hammer stones, and steatite vessel fragments. The main occupation seems to have oc-

curred during ti1e Late Archaic Period, although some Early and J\!Lddle Woodland shreds were fotmd. The site is 

believed to have been totally destroyed by strip mining prior to 1981. 

Tuft Springs # 2 - Tilis was a small village or camp with major occupation during the transition from Late 

Archaic to Early \'V'oodland. Much of ti1e pottery was a mlique, unidentified fiber-grit tempered ware, some of 

which was simple stamped. Oti1er ceramics included Late Archaic (Stallings Island Fiber Tempered), Early 

Woodland (Deptford) and J\!Iiddle/ Late Woodland (Swift Creek and Napier) wares. The site has probably been 

destroyed by strip nlining. 

Adkins Mound - This low conical mound, possible an erosional remnant some 200' in diameter, was lo

cated in ti1e Swift Creek bottom lands. It was probably part of the larger Swift Creek Village complex. Artifacts 

were found dating from the entire span of the Archaic and Woodland Periods (Savannah River, Stallings Island, 

Deptford Simple Stamped and Check Stamped). The mom1d was partially excavated in 1936, and ti1en destroyed 

by constmction of ti1e I-1 6/ 0cmulgee East Blvd. interchange in ti1e 1960's. 

Willis Farm - 111is site was occupied periodically from Late Archaic through Eady Mississippian times 

(Stallings Island Plain and decorated, Deptford, Swift Creek, Napier and Macon Plateau Bibb Plain pottery). It is 

located near ti1e base of Brown's Mount in gendy rolling farm fields and wooded lowlands at ti1e edge of ti1e 

Ocmulgee tloodplain. 

Brown's Mo~mt - Located approximately six miles from Macon off Ocmulgee East Boulevard, Brown's 

Mount is an erosional remnant, with limestone cliffs and outcrops, rising some 270 feet above the Ocmulgee 

River Floodplain. It has an almost flat 60-acre summit with limestone bluffs overlooking the City of Macon and 

Bond Swamp National Wildlife Refuge. On the Mount, d1.e Early Mississippian Macon Plateau culture who built 
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the mounds and ceremonial center protected by Ocmulgee National Monument constructed their second larges 

settlemen t. A small mound, an eartlliodge similar to the reconstructed lodge on the Macon Plateau and a square 

building with extended entrance way, four large interior posts and raised rim fue pit (yielding a Carbon 14 date ca. 

A.D. 1000) were excavated at tl1.e site. Historical documentation describes a stone wall surrounding much of tl1.e 

summit, "covered way" extending to springs down tl1e hillside and a stone-paved water reservoir. The wall was 

removed during tl1e 1870' s for railroad construction, but below ground level evidence for its location may still 

exist. Several stone/ earth mounds once existed on a terrace on tl1e western slope of tl1e IVIount, .including Myrtl's 

Mound still vety visible on a projection between two very large erosional gullies about halfway down the hill. At 

some time .in tl1e past, .it was partially gutted by looters. The site was partially excavated during the 1930's. The 

WP A collection from Brown's Mount contains steatite vessel fragments, minor amount Swift Creek, major occu

pation by the Macon Plateau Culture (Bibb Plain, Halstead Plain, McDougal Plain, Brown's Mount Plain, Macon 

thick), minor amounts of Etowal1 pottety, a number of Archaic projectile points, a large stone bead, a clear glass 

bead and shell-edge ceramic from the late 1700's to early 1800's. Also known from the site is as least one Dalton 

point, a small Mississippian triangular point, pmtions of a chunky stone, and part of a large polled celt. A large 

portion of the lVIount was protected by the Nature Conservancy, tl1en purchased by the Peyton Anderson Foun

dation and donated to IVIacon's rviuseum of Arts and Sciences. It will be utilized in tl1.e h1tme for natural and cul-

tural study. 

Shellrock Cave -Major occupation during the Middle Woodland (Napier) P eriod, with a few Early Ar-

cl1aic projectile points suggesting tl1.e possibility of an earlier occupation; however, a prehistmic rockfall at the site 

prevented excavation into deeper levels during tests .in 1935. This rock shelter, located .7 miles East-Soutl1east of 

Brown's Mount, sat at tl1.e head of a small ravine cut by a tributary of Stone Creek. It was destroyed by constmc

tion o fi-16. 

Cherry Bluff - This probable v illage site, with artifacts including Napier, Etowah and Lamar ceramics, .is 

known only from surface surveys. No archeological excavations have been conducted there. The area is presently 

forested and tl1e site's condition is w1known. 

Mossy Oak -This Woodland Period village is the type for Mossy Oak Simple Stamped pottery. It is a 

1·elat.i.vely large site with Mossy Oak (or Vining - possibly Early Mississippian) and Lamar ceramics. Limited 

excavations were conducted in the 1930's by WP A crews. The material partially analyzed and reported (NPS con

tract witl1 FSU). Its present condition is wm10wn. 
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Southern Railway Drawbridge - Tllis site was most heavily occupied by th.e Lamar culture, but also in

cluded Mossy Oak Simple Stamped Pottery and llistoric Ocmulgee Fields (Creek) material. It is located in a pres

ently overgrown field. No excavations have been conducted. 

Stubbs Mound and Village -This site is located near tl1e confluence of Tobesofkee Creek and the 

Ocmulgee River. An early phase of the Lamar Culture in this area was named for tlus large Late Mississippian 

Period early village with a mound, a rectangular earthlodge and other structures. Several human bmials were re

covered. An impressive number of projectile points, covering a wide time range, were also found at the site that is 

currently in an open farm field. TI1e site was partially excavated and reported. Its present condition is unknown. 

Fort Hawkins -The fortification was constructed in 1806 as a U .S. Army Post on tl1e 3 x 5-nllie Old 

Ocmulgee Fields Reserve retained by the Creek Confederacy after tl1e territmy between tl1e Oconee and Ocmul

gee rivers were ceded. TI1e Fort also housed a post office, a "factory" for trade witl1 tl1e Indians and gathering 

place for treaty payments to tl1e Creeks. It became the linchpin for a series of Forts constructed at ten-mile inter

vals downstream to protect pioneer settlements along the Ocmulgee frontier. The Fort was a rendezvous point 

for troops and supplies during tl1e War of 1812. The Fort was officially closed in 1821. It is considered tl1e birth

place of Macon. Portions of the Fort were used for 50 years and still stood in tl1e late 1800's, but no above 

ground evidence of the Fort presently remains. The site is located 1/4 of a nlile from tl1e boundary of the Ocmul

gee National Monument. The old Fort Hill Elementary School on Emery Highway (near Ocmulgee National 

Monument) stood on tl1e site for over 50 years. It was partially demolished in 1992. A blockhouse, accurately 

constructed by tl1e WP A from old photographs, presently stands on tl1e site of tl1e original blockhouse. This 

structure and a small area around it are owned by tl1e City of Macon. The remainder of the site is now privately 

owned. TI1e site was partially excavated and tl1e location of much of tl1e stockade wall is known. One line of tl1e 

Forts walls was obliterated by Woolfolk Street. Old Army records indicate tl1at tl-uee mmmds were once located 

on the lull near the site of the Fort. 

Goat Field Site - Primarily Archaid Period points and tools, along with a minor amount of unidentified 

grit tempered, plain potteq were fmmd waslling out of the ditch along Lamar Mounds Road across from the 

Crooms property. At least one bell-shaped pit featme was observed before the visible portion of the site was de

stroyed by pot hunters . TI1e site was reported in writing and has been assigned a state site number. 
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Sylvia's Slough -TI-lls Woodland Period village or campsite (Deptfmd, Swift Creek, Weeden Island-like, 

Napier pottery; possible hearth) is located on the fust terrace above a slough of Stone Creek at the base of 

Brown's Mount. TI1e site's size is unknown. Some disturbance has been caused by field road traHic, but there is a 

good possibility that much of the site is intact. It has been reported and assigned a state site number. 

Confederate Way -TI-lls site may be part of d1e Swift Creek Village- Adkins Mound Complex since it is 

located in the woodline between the former locations of d1ese two important sites. A few shards of Late Archaic 

fiber tempered pottery was found on the back dirt of large holes dug by looters, but most of the material is from 

Woodland Period (Swift Creek). The site has been assigned a state site number. 

Black Lake -Shreds of Lake Archaic (Stallings Island Fiber Tempered) and Eady Woodland (Deptford) 

pottery, along with large amount of liduc debris were found around holes dug by podmnters. Cultural aHiliation 

and d1e condition are unknown. TI1e site is located immediately across Black Lake from the Lamar Village. The 

site has been assigned a state site number. 

Cowart's Landing -A late phase of the Lamar Culture was named for this site wlUch is a fairly large vil-

lage constructed during d1e "Classic" Lamar til·ne period. Stmctures and human burials were found at the site that 

has been partially e.,"{cavated and reported. Its present condition is unknown. 

Hawkins Point - This site produced primarily Lamar culture ceramics. It is presendy in pasture land adjacent to 

a residence. It was primarily excavated and reported. 

Eagles Landing -Artifacts from the site include Late Archaic (Stallings Island Fiber Tempered), Swift 

Creek and unidentified grit tempered, plain pottery, wid1 Late Archaic (Savannah River) and Woodland Period 

(Tallahassee, Baker's Creek) projectile points. TI1e site has been partially disturbed by construction, but much of it 

may still be intact 

Camp Oglethorpe -This was a Confederate prison camp for Union officers captured during d1e Civil 

War. After the Batde of Dunlap Farm and General George Stoneman's surrender at Sunshine Church in Jones 

County, he was imprisoned here. 

Old Arkwright Theater - Collectms report a rich deposit of artifacts, including large numbers of food 
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pmcessing implements (Nuttin.g stones, stone mortars and manos) an.d lithic debris pmbably dating to the Ar

chaic Period. TI1e site has been completely leveled for till dming constniCtion of the Cigna Insmance Co. office 

building and other stmctures on Arkwright Road and Tom Hill Sr. Boulevard. 

Arthur Tarver (Town Creek) - TI1is important town site, located on the Ocmulgee River at the mouth of 

Town Creek, was tested in 1930's. More extensive excavations have been conducted prior to constmction of the 

new Bibb-Jones County water reservoir. Archaic, Woodland, Mississippian and Historic Creek features and arti

facts are recorded. 

Red Bluff- The site is m entioned in literature concerning archeological sites in Bibb County, but its loca

tion in uncertain. A small collection of artifacts from this site is stored with the WP A materials at Ocmulgee Na

tional Monument It is thought to have been primarily occupied by people of the Lamar cultme. Reportedly, there 

are "house mounds" (similar to those at Bullard) in the vicin.ity of this site. The site was destroyed by sand/gravel 

mining. Fonner employees of Cornell-Young Co. repo.rted finding whole pots durin.g operations there. 

Figure 4.12 shows the locations of the above mentioned archaeological sites. 
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TOURISM 

Tomist activities available within the City of Macon and Bibb County draw a vast number of people into this area 

each yea.r. Because of dus, the continued maintenance and marketing of these activities is vety important in eco

nomic terms . Tom·ism trends fm the City and County over the last five years have shown a steady inc.rease. The 

table on the following page shows the expenditmes by tourists who have visited d1e City m County over d1ose 

years. 

The Macon-Bibb County Convention and Visitms Bmeau (CVB) is one of d1e agencies .responsible fm marketing 

the City and County to d1e public. Most of their operating budget is derived fm d1e hotel/ motel bed tax; d1.ere-

fore, it is to d1.ei.r best interest to continue to market area as one dut can cater to the interest of a diverse popula-

tion. The CVB's job of marketing d1.e City and County to tourists is made somewhat easier by the fact that the 

area is endowed with many tourist attractions. Tourists to Bibb County come to visit numerous lustmic sites d1.at 

include d1e Lanier Cottage, H ay H ouse, Cannonball House and other lusto.rically sigtuficant sites or areas. They 

also come to visit our museums, such as the Tubman Museum d1.at specializes in African-American lustmy, the 

Museum of Arts and Sciences, the Douglass Theater, the Georgia Music Hall of Fame, d1e Gemgia Spmts H all of 

Fame, the Childrens Museum and the Macon Coliseum & Centreplex. Pwbably the largest tomist draws at·e the 

park facilities d1at are in the City and the County. Tourists wanting to experience our parks will visit the Ocmul

gee National Park or Lake Tobesofkee. 
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CHAPTERS 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICE - Section One 

INVENTORY OF EXISTING CONDITIONS 

INTRODUCTION 

Community facilities are diverse. They .include the streets, highways, expressways, public transit, rail line, passen

ger stations, freight yards, airports, parking lots and structures, and even bicycle and pedestrian paths of a com

munity's circulation system, as well as signage and signalization. They include utilities: water collection, treat

m ent, and distribution; wastewater collection and treatment; and sometimes electrical distribution. They include 

schools, parks, fire and police stations, jails, libraries, convention centers, and solid waste treatment and storage 

faculties. They may include hospitals, clinics, commwlity centers, shelters, and other public and qua si-public fa~ 

cilities. 

WATER SUPPLY AND TREATMENT 

The agency responsible for water and sewer treatment to the county is the Macon Water Authority (l\1W A). 

MW A was created by an act of the General Assembly of the State of Georgia which became effective March 23, 

1992 (Georgia Law 1992, P.4991) (the "Act''), whicl1 amended an act known as the" Macon-Bibb County Water 

and Sewerage Authority Act," approved March 2, 1966 (Georgia Law 1966, P.2737 as amended). The Act was 

enacted to provide a consolidated charter for 1\IIW A, to change the name of the Authority to the Macon Water 

Authority, and to reapportion and revise the boundaries of the five electoral districts provide for the MW A, and 

for other purposes. The MW A .is a public corporation created to secure for Bibb Cow1ty a satisfactory and reli

able water and sanitary sewer system at the most reasonable cost possible and to make such system and d1e ser

vices available to public and private consumers in Bibb County. 

MW A has had a continuing program for improving and expanding its water and wastewater system over all d1e 

years of its existence. The prograrn has had two significant changes in recent years. The first was a result of ma

jor Hooding in 1994 from tropical storm Alberto. The flooding completely submerged the MW A water treatment 

plant causing it to be lost from service for over two weeks. As a result of this, MW A wid1 the assistance of state 

and federal agencies, embarked on the task of constructing a new replacement water plant at d1e Town Creek 

facility which is out of the Ocmulgee River's flood in1pact area in neighboring Jones County. The Town Creek 

facility contains d1e Lucas Lake Reservoir. 
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The second major project undertaken by MW A is the extension of both water and sewer to areas currently not 

served and tl1e installation of feeder lines which will allow setvices to adjacent counties. TI1ese activities will im

prove tl1e opportunity for development in those areas by having in p lace tl1e necessaty water and wastewater in

frastmcture. 

Facilities 

The prima.ty source of water comes from the Ocmulgee River; however, it is augmented by d1e Lucas Lake Res

etvoir. The water is treated by tl1e new Amerson Water Treatment Plant located at Tow n Creek. Tilis treatment 

plant replaces the Macon Water W arks site tl1at was taken off line in 2001. Tilis site is being demolished and will 

become a part of tl1e Ocmulgee Heritage Greenway. T able 5-1 d escribes the water supply and treatment facili

ties operated by MW A. Figure 5-1 displays tl1e locations of tl1ese various facilities in ilie community. 

Table 5-1 
MWA Water Supply and Treatment Facilities 

Facility Name Capacity Treatment Performance 

Lucas Lake Reservoir 

Amerson Water Treatment Plant 

Lwr. Poplar Street Water P ollution Control Plant 

Rocky Creek Water Pollution Control Plant 
Source: Macon \'Vater Authority 
* MGD= Million Gallons Per Day 

Water System 
Miles of Water Mains and Lines 
N umber of Water T reatment Facilities 

6.5 billion Gallons 

Table 5-2 
General System Statistics 

60MGD 

20MGD 

24MGD 

Maximum gallons of water permitted to withdraw from Ocmulgee River per day (when river is above 6.33 feet) 
Maximum gallons of water permitted to withdraw from Ocmulgee River p er day (when river is below 6.33 feet) 
Maximum gallons of water existing water treatment facility is capable of treating daily 
Average annual volume of gallons treated per day 
Peak number of gallons treated in one day during the year 
Maximum gallons of water storage 
N umber of water users 
Average daily volume of water consumed by users 
Sewerage System 

Miles of sanitary sewer lines 
Miles of interceptor lines 
Number of sewerage treatment facilities 
Number of major pumping stations 
Combined maximum gallons daily capacity of wastewater treatment facilities 
Sewerage System 

Average daily utilization (m gallons) at the Poplar Street \WCP 
Average daily utilization (in gallons) at the Rocky Creek WPCP 
Number of sewerage users 
Average daily volume of sewage treated 
Source: Macon Water Authority 

Contact Person 

Gary McCoy 

Gary McCoy 

Terry Forest 

Terry Forest 

1,630 
1 
110,000,000 
35,000,000 
60,000,000 
29,930,000 
43,280,000 
35,430,000 
54,201 
26,785,833 

650 
220 
2 

7 
44,000,000 

15,830,000 
21,460,000 
44,237 
37,290,000 



STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 

According to tb.e Georgia Environmental Pro tection Division, a stonnwater collection system is defined as a 

conveyance of system of conveyances including roads with drainage systems, municipal streets, catch b asins, 

curbs, other public body, design ed or used fo r collecting or conveying storm water mnoff and is not a combined 

sewer or p art of a Publicly Owned Treatment works. Currently, neither Bibb County nor the City of Macon has 

a complete invent01y of their of stormwater facilities. However, the City of Macon is expecting to h ave a com

plete inventory of all storm water facilities in the central business district by summer 2006. Bibb Cow1ty is ex

pected to h ave a complete update and inventoty of d1.e uninc01porated portions of d1e cow1ty soon d1erea fter. 

There are stormwater facilities su ch as d etention ponds that are inventoried and regularly maintained by both 

governments respectively. Currently, d1ere are a total of eleven detention ponds that are publicly maintained. 

Three are maintained by the Bibb Cow1ty govemment and eight by tl1e City of Macon. The ponds maintained by 

Bibb County are maintained at frequency of no less tlun three times a year. The city maintains at least two per 

year and tl1e others are maintained on a at need basis. The ponds, with routine maintenance, are expected to pro

vide service m an y years to come. The locations of the publicly maintained detention pond facilities are displayed 

in Figure S-2 . In addition to publicly maintained detention ponds, tl1.ete are 337 private detention ponds, 2773 

catch b asins and 690 miles of ditcl1es. 
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Macon Water Authority Treatment Facilities Figure 5- 1 
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SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT 

Currently, an approved solid waste management plan exists for Bibb County tl1e City of Macon, and Payne City. 

It is administered and updated by tl1e Middle Georgia Regional D evelopment Center (MGRDC). This plan 

meets the solid waste management planning requirements for the State of Georgia. This plan was approved by 

the Department of Community Affairs in 1993. 

MGRDC has completed the required five year update to the Short-Term Work Program of tl1e plan. The Short 

T erm Work Program for Bibb County, City of Macon, and Payne City from 2003 to 2008 is displayed in Tables 

5-3 tlnough 5-5. This is the most cunent data available concerning solid waste management. 
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Table 5-3 
Bibb County Solid Waste Plan Update 

D escription STWPYear Likely Project 
Involvement 

Estimated CostPossible 
Funding 
Sources 

03-04 04-05 05- 06 07-08 

Collection 

(Undetway) Implement ""'Cisting weekly curbside collec
tion of tesidential was te collection company. 

X 

2 (Undenvay) I mplement existing bi-weekly cmbside. X 
collection of recyclables by a private waste company. 

3 (Underway) Implement existing bi-weekly curbside 
collection of ya1d waste by a. private waste collection 
company. 

4 (Underway) Implement existing on-call collection of 
white goods by a private waste collection company. 

5 (Underway) Pertorm annual evaluation of the county 
garbage fees to assure that adequate fhnds will be avail
able to m eet the li.ttUle waste collection needs. 

6 (Unden\tay) E valuate current solid waste collection 
system to determine if it meets the needs of the. County. 

Disposal 

(Undetway)Implement existing contract with private 
waste collection company who disposes the County's 
household waste in the Swift Creek Environmental 
Subtitle D Landfill. 

2 (Underway)Implement existing contract with private 
waste collection company who markets and transports 
the recyclables collected from curbside pick-up to vari
ous recycling processing locations. 

3 (Undenvay)Implement existing contract with private 
collection company to dispose of the yard waste at Swift 
Creek Environmental inert landfill. 

4 (Underway)Imple.ment existing contract with private 
waste collection company to dispose the white goods 
collected from the curbside pick-up at various locations. 

Waste Reduction 

2 

E nforce ""'Cisting scrap tire tegulations that require their 
proper handling and disposal. 

Implement existing white paper recycling program witl1 
in cotn1ty government operations. 

3 Evaluate methods to li.ntlter reduce waste witllin county 
government operations. 

Public E ducation 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Rent four roving billboards in the City/ County to pro- X 

2 

3 

4 

mote recycling. 

Conduct educational workshops in tlte scltools using X 
the envi.roscape demonstration models. 

Conduct 2 teacher workshops using tl1e following tools: 
'·Waste in Place'' for elementary schools; ''\'{laste: A 
Hidden Resource' ', "Graffiti Hurts", aud "Get a Grip" 
for middle and high schools; and EPA 's "Let's Reduce 
and Recycle" Curriculum. 
Conduct outreach programs, demonstrations, and """
hibits to educate the geJ1eral public on a variety of envi
roumental issues, such as, scrap tires. recycling, water
shed nm-off, and modern landfill systems. 

X 

X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X X 

X Bibb County, Private 
Waste Collection Com

pany 
X Bibb Courtty, Private 

X 

Waste Collection Com
pany 

Bibb County, Private 
Waste Collection Com-

pany 

$1 ,750,000/ yr. 

$330,000/ yr. 

$250,000/ yr. 

X Bibb County, Private Included in Waste 
Waste Collection Com- Collection Costs 

Noted Above 

Garbage Fees 

Garbage Fees 

Garbage Fees 

Garbage Fees 

X 
pany 

Bibb County Staff Time in Budget County Gen,eral 
Fund 

X .Bibb County Staff Tin1e in Budget County General 
Ftmd 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Private Waste Collection Included in Waste 
Company, Private Land

fill Operator 
Collection Costs 

Noted Above 

Private Waste Collection Included in Recy-
Company, Recycling cling Collection 

Processors Costs Noted Above. 

Private Waste Collection 
Company, Private Land

fill Operator 
Privare \Vaste Collection 
Company, White Goods 

Processors 

Bibb County 

Bibb Comtty 

Included in Yard 
\'{/ aste Collection 

Costs Noted Above 
Included in Waste 
Collection Costs 

Noted Above 

$103,505/ yr. 

$2,000/ yr. 

Garbage Fees 

Garbage Fees 

Garbage Fees 

Garbage Fees 

Bibb Cotmty, 
DNR & Enforce

ment Grant 
Bibb Cotmty 

X Bibb County Staff Tinle in Budget County General 
Fund 

X Keep Macon-Bibb Beau
ti..li.u Comm, Bibb 

Cotmty, City of .Macon. 
X Keep Macon-Bibb Beau

tiful Comm, Bibb 
County. City of Macon, 
Public & Private Schools 

X Keep Macon-Bibb Beau
tiful Comm, Bibb 
County, City of Macon, 
Public & Private Schools 

$6,000/ yr. 

$6.000/ yr. 

$6.000/ yr. 

X Keep Macon-Bibb Beau- StaffTinle in Budget 
ti..li.u Comm, Bibb 

County, City of Macon. 

Q.IDBC, Bibb 
County, City of 

Macon 
Q.IDBC, Bibb 
County, City of 

Macon 

KMBBC, Bibb 
County, City of 

Macon 

KMBBC,Bibb 
County, City of 

Macon 
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5 Prepare bi-weekly newspaper columns in the Macon X X X X Bibb Co. Extension Staff Time in Budget University of 
Telegraph ("Down to Earth") including information on Service Georgia 
recycling, grasscycling, mulching, and composting. 

6 Conduct community classes including inform ation on X X X X Bibb Co. ExtensionStaJfTime in Budget University of 
recycling, grasscycling, mulching, and composting. Service Georgia, Class 

Attendees 
7 Prepare weekly television segments ("Anything Grows" X X X X Bibb Co. E xtension StaffTime in Budget University of 

on WMAZ Channel 13's Weekend Morning) including Service Georgia 
information on recycling, grasscycling, mulching, and 
composting. 

8 Make research-based literature available to the public X X X X Bibb Co. Extension Staff Time in Budget University of 
available at the Bibb County Extension Service office Service Georgia 
and via the internet. 

Source: Jl;liddle Georgia RDC 
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Table 5-4 
City of Macon Solid Waste Plan Upda te 

D escription STWP Year Likely Project 
Involvement 

03-04 04-05 05- 06 07-08 

Collection 
(Underway) Operate and maintain weekly collec- X 
tion of residential waste by d1e City of Macon. 

2 (Underwoy) Operate and maintain weekly collec- X 
tion of recyc!J>bles by me City of Macon. 

3 (Underway) O perate and maintain weekly collec- X 
tion of yard waste by d1e City of Macon. 

4 Operate and maintain th e collection of bulk items X 
by d1e City of Macon ou au on-call basis. 

5 (Underway) Perform annual evaluatiou of the city's X 
garbage fees to assure that adequate funds will be 
available to meet the future waste collection needs. 

6 (Underway) Evaluate current solid waste collection X 
system to determine if it meers d1e needs of d1e 
cit;. 

7 (Underway) Evaluate recycling frequency aud X 
determine efficiency. 

Disposal 
J (Undetwar)Perform annual evaluation of me land- X 

fill tipping fee to insure mat it is adequate to meet 
d1e fumre landfill ueeds and closure costs. 

2 (Uuderway)Periodicallv review totals for me X 
amount of waste being disposed of in me landfill 
to evaluate any cllanges in the estimated life of d1e 
landfill. 

3 Opemte and maintain d1e City's existing MSW X 
landfill. 

4 (Undenvay) Operate and maintain existing inert 
landfill for yard waste and inert waste. 

5 Conduct a study on the options available for a 
tegional approach to solid waste management. 

6 Monitor methane gas at me current landfill on a 
monthly basis. 

7 Monitor groundwater at d1e current landfill on a 
bi-annual basis. 

\Vaste Reduction 
1 Operate e.'<isting home composting program mat 

involves selling bins to homeowners and training 
homeowners how to compost. 

2 Operate d1e City's recycling program (Recrcling 
Coordinator, Bucks for your Bin Program, Educa
tion) 

Public Education 
1 Rent four mving billboards in d1e City/ Coun ty to 

promote recycling. 

2 Conduct educational workshops in me schools 
using du; enviroscape demonstration models. 

3 Conduct 2 teacher workshops using the following 
tools: ''Waste in Place" for elen1entru:y schools; 
"Waste: A Hidden Resource'·, "Graffiti Hurts'', 
and "Get a Grip' ' for middle and high schools; and 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

4 
EPA's ''Let's Reduce and Recycle" Curriculum. 
Conduct outreach programs. demonstrations, and X 
exhibits to educate d1e general public on a variel) 

5 

of environmental issues, such as. scrap tires. ceq
cling, watershed run-off, and modern landfill sys
tems. 
Prepare bi-weekly newspaper columns in d1e 
.Macon Telegraph ("Down to Earili') including 
info ana lion on recycling, grass cycling, mulching, 
and composting. 

X 

X 

X 

X 

:X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

:X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

:X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

City of Macon 

City of Macon 

City of Macon 

City of Macon 

City of Macon 

City of Macon 

City of ~lacon 

City of 11acon 

City of Macon 

City of Macon 

City of Macon 

City of Macon, Other Local 
Govt's 

City of Macon 

City of !\lacon 

City of Macon, KMBCC 

City ofi\Iacou, K1ffiCC 

Keep Macon-Bibb Beautiful 
Comm., City of Macon, and 

Bibb County. 
Keep Macon-Bibb Beautiful 
Comm., City of Macon. Bibb 

County 
Keep Macon-Bibb Beautiful 
Co=., City of Macon, Bibb 

Cow1ty 

Keep ;\lacon-Bibb Beautiful 
Comm. Cityof~lacon. Bibb 

County. 

X Bibb Co. Extension Service 

Estimated 
Cos t 

$3 Million/ yr. 

S500,000/ yr. 

$450,000/yr. 

$100,000/yr. 

Staff T ime in 
Budget 

Staff T ime in 
Budget 

Staff Tin1e in 
Budget 

Staff Time in 
Budget 

Staff Time in 
Budget 

L2MilL/ yr. 

$300,000/yr. 

$25,000/ yr. 

$50.000/yr. 

$30,000/ yr. 

53.000/ yr. 

$465,000/yr. 

$6,000/ yr. 

$6,000/yr. 

$6,000/yr. 

StaffTinle in 
Budget 

StaffTinle in 
Budget 

Possible Fund
ing Sources 

City of i\Iacon 

City of Macon 

City of Macon 

City of Macon 

City of Macon 

City of !\lacon 

City of Macon 

Gru-bage Fees 

Gru-bage Fees 

T ipping Fees 

Tipping Fees 

City of Macon 

City of Macon 

City oLviacon 

City of ;\lacon, 
D CA 

City of i\Iacon 

KMBBC, City o f 
Macon, Bibb 

County, 
KMBBC, City of 

Macon, Bibb 
County, 

KMBBC, City of 
Macon, Bibb 

County, 

!QffiBC, City of 
l\Iacon, Bibb 

County 

Univers.ity of Geor
gia 
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6 

7 

Conduct community classes including information 
on recycling, grasscycling, mulching, and compost-
in g. 
Prepare weekly television segments ("Anything 
Grows" on \VMAZ Channel 13's \Veekend Mom-
ing) including information on recycling, grasscy
cling, mulching, and composting. 

8 1VIake research-based literature available to the 
public available at the Bibb Cmmty Extension 
Service office and via the internet. 

Source: Middle Georgia RDC 

X 

X 

X 

X X X Bibb Co. Extension Service 

X X X Bibb Co. Extension Service 

X X X Bibb Co. Exten sion Service 

Table 5-5 

Staff Time in 
Budget 

Staff Time in 
Budget 

Staff Time in 
Budget 

University of Geor
gia, Class A ttendees 

University of Geor
gia 

University of Geor
gia 

Payne Ci ty Solid Waste P lan Update 

Description 

Collection 

(Underway) Implement existing weekly curbside 
collection of residential and business waste by a 
private collection company. 

2 (Underway) Implement existing curbside collection 
of yard waste by the City which is then deposited 
into a dumpster for future collection by a private 
waste collection com pany. 

D isposal 

(Underway)D ispose residential and business waste 
in the Swift Creek Environmental Subtitle D l and-
fill. 

2 (Underway)Dispose yard waste. that is collected 
from a dumpster in tl1e City into Swift Creek's 
Environmental inert landfill. 

Waste Reduction 

(Postponed) Implement a program with local 
volunteer group to collect and market selected 
recyclable items. 

Public Education 

(Postponed) D evelop materials to encotuage vol-
wlteer participation in the recycling program. 

2 P repare bi-weekly newspaper columns in the 
Macon Telegraph ("Down to E artl1 ") including 
information on grasscycling, mulching, and com-
posting. 

3 Conduct con1llltulity classes including information 
on recycling, grasscycling, mulching, and compost-
ing. 

4 Prepare weekly tele\ision segments ("Anything 
Grows" on 'WMAZ Ch:umel 13's Weekend Morn-
ing) including information on recycling, grasscy-
cling, mulching, :u1d composting. 

5 Make research-based literature available to tl1e 
public at tl1e Bibb Cmmty E xtension Service office 
and via internet. 

Source: Middle Georgia RDC 

STWPYear 

03-04 04-05 OS- 06 07-08 

X X X X 

X X X X 

X X X X 

X X X X 

X X X X 

X X X X 

X X X X 

X X X X 

X X X X 

X X X X 

Likely Project 
Involvement 

Payne City, Private Waste Col-
lection Company 

Payne City, Private Waste Col-
lection Company 

Private Collection Company, 
Private Landfill Operator 

Private Collection Company, 
Pri,,ate Landfill Operator 

City of Macon, KJ.\IffiCC 

City of Payne City 

Bibb Co. Extension Service 

Bibb Co. Extension Service 

Bibb Co. E xtension Service 

Bibb Co. Extension Service 

Estimated 
Cost 

$7,680/ yr. 

$1,020/yr. 

Included in Col.lec-
tion Costs Above 

Included in Collec-
tion Costs Above 

$3,000/ yr. 

$250 Plus Staff 
Time 

Staff Time in 
Budget 

StaffTinle in 
Budget 

Staff Tinle in 
Budget 

Staff Time in 
Budget 

Possible 
Funding 
Sources 

Garbage Fees 

Garbage Fees 

Garbage Fees 

Garbage Fees 

City of Macon, 
D CA 

General Fund 

University of 
Georgia 

Utliversity of 
Georgia, Class 

Attendees 
University of 

Georgia 

University of 
Georgia 
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Table 5-6 provides a listing of landfills in Bibb County. The City of Macon and the .residents of the city a.re the 

use.rs of the City of Macon Landfill. Bibb County and Payne City .residents a.re use.rs of the Swift C.reek landfill. 

The Mead Road landfill is p.rirna.rily used by indust:t:y in the Mead Road a.rea. 

Site 

Macon Landfill 

Swift Creek 

Mead Road Landfill 

Source: MBP&Z 

Table 5-6 
Landfills Located in Bibb County 

Owner 

City of Macon 
Landfills, Inc. 
Swift Creek Env. Services 

Mead Road Environmental 

Contact 

Dexter White 

Don Kindig 

Eberhardt Industries 

Location 

920 11th Street 

4200 D avis Road 

4300 Mead Road 
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Bibb County Solid Waste Facilities Figure 5-3 
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PUBLIC SAFETY 

Public safety generally consists of fire protection, law enforcement, emergency medical set-viCes, corrections, 

courts, and emergency management services. The various agencies and facilities providing these diverse public 

safety functions are presented in dlis section in order to provide a basis for evaluating the current levels of ser

vice, segments of the community served, ability of services to meet future needs of the community, and utiliza

tion of services provided. 

Fire Protection 

Community fire protection is primarily the responsibility of d1e Macon-Bibb County Fire Department. The de

partment services 226 square miles of territory d1at encompasses all of Bibb County. The department ser-ves d1e 

unincorporated areas of Bibb County and d1e mrulic.ipalities with a swom and civilian staff of 386 full- time em

ployees. The department also has a major role in responding to non-tire related emergency calls that come into 

d1e E-911 center. 

The department's ser-vice area .is broken into two fire chief districts, allowing for division of d1e ftre fighting and 

rescue responsibilities. There are 19 response/ rescue districts scattered drroughout d1e coru1ty. The Department 

operates 19 fire stations, of which 11 are in d1e City of Macon and 8 are in d1e county. The locations of d1ese 

districts are displayed in Figure 5-4. 

The Department's ability to ser-vice d1e local population in. an efficient manner has resulted in it receiving a dis

tinguished honor. The City's lnsmance Ser-vices Office or ISO rating is nationally recognized. It is determined by 

looking at d1e available water supply, commullication network, tire fighter training, workforce, and equipment. 

Due to d1e C..'{cellence in these areas, d1e ISO rating for d1e City of :Niacon is Class 1 and the unincorporated area 

of d1e County is Class 3. Class 1 represents the best public protection, and class 10 indicates no recogtlized pro

tection. Therefore, Bibb County as a whole has facilities and personnel in place to offer good fire protection. 

The department has a vigorous capital .improvement program designed to maintain and update its equipment . . 
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The list below indicates the vehicles the depat:tment cunendy has 

Table 5-7 
Macon-Bibb County Fire Department Vehicles 

Make Model Year Make Model Year 

Small Fleet Vehicles Large Fleet Vehicles 

Ford Crown Vic 1995 Ford F~450 1995 

Mercury Marquis 1999 Ford F~450 1998 

Ford Taurus 1999 Ford F~450 2001 

Ford Crown Vic 1995 Mack Pumper 1949 

Ford Crown Vic 1995 1\rner. ~ France Pumper 1917 

Ford Taunts 1994 Sutphen Pumper 1995 

Ford Van 1995 Sutphen Pumper 1997 

Chevy Pick-Up 1994 Ferrara Pumper 1993 

Ford Crown Vic 1991 Ford-Grumman Pumper 1985 

Ford cv 1994 Sutphen Pumper 1998 

Chevy Caprice 1992 Ford (B-One) Pumper 1989 

Ford Taurus 1994 Grumman Pumper 1990 

Ford Taurus 1994 E-One Pumper 1994 

Ford Taunts 1994 Ferrara Pumper 1994 

Ford Taurus 1994 Ford-Grumman Pumper 1988 

Dodge Van 1994 Ford-Grumman Pumper 1989 

Chevy Astro Van 1994 Pierce Aerial 2001 

Ford cv 1994 Gnmunan Aerial 1986 

Ford cv 1999 Federal Aerial 1990 

Ford cv 1999 Pierce Aerial 2000 

Ford F-150 2000 Ford Air Craft Rescue 2004 

Ford F-150 2001 Ward La France Pumper 1975 

Chevy C-10 1991 Ward La France Pumper 1975 

Ford F-150 2000 Gntman Pumper 1990 

Chevy Lumina 1995 E -One Pumper 2000 

Ford cv 2001 Gntman Pumper 1992 

Ford Pick-Up 1992 E -One Pumper 2003 

Ferrara Pumper 2001 

Gruman Pumper 1990 

HME Pumper 1993 

Ferrara Pumper 2001 

Ford Air Craft Rescue 1974 

Pierce Aerial 1973 

Seagrave Aerial 1976 

Seagrave Pumper 1977 

Ford (B-One) Pumper 1980 

Seagrave Aerial 1982 

GMC-Brigade Tanker 1980 

GMC Tanker 1983 

F~Lin Truck 1998 

H ach.l' Trailer 1981 

Source: Bibb County Fire Depat1:ment 



Macon-Bibb County Fire Stations and 
Engine Response and Rescue Districts 

Figure 5-4 
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Macon-Bibb County Fire Department 
District Chief Zones 

Figure 5-5 
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Police Protection 

Police protection is the primary responsibility of two agencies in the County; the Bibb County Sheriffs Depart

ment and the City of Macon Police Department . 

Bibb County S herifJ's Department 

The Bibb County Sheriffs Department is responsible for the safeguard of the County's residents in the unincor

porated areas and Payne City. The department maintains the 585 bed Bibb County Law Enforcement Center 

that is located in downtown Macon. Inmates from both the City and County are housed at this facility. 

To efficiently operate, the department employs approximately 250 swom officers that make up tl1e patrol force, 

investigations force, and jail personnel. There are 90 part- time bailiffs that aid in court administration and 40 full 

time civilian employees tl1at assist witl1 the day to day operations of tl1e department. There are 150 cars tl1at pa

trol on an average of four million miles per year. These cars are replaced about every four to five years. The pa

trol districts are displayed in Figure 5-6. The Department logs about 15 to 17 tl10usand arrests per year. 
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Macon Police Department 

The Macon Police D epat.tm ent operates with a staff of 401 sworn and civilian staff members and is headquar

tered in. downtown Macon. The department serves Macon by dividing the city into four precincts. Each precinct 

has a precinct office and a commander. The table below indicates the locations of the p recinct offices and the 

commat.1ders of each . Figure 5-7 displays the boundaries of each city precinct. 

Precinct 

Precinct 1 

Precinct 2 

Precinct 3 

Precinct 4 

Source: Macon Police D epartment 

Table 5-8 
Macon Police Department Precinct Stations 

Address Commander 

1765 Shuding Drive 

2654 Houston A venue 

400 Pio No no A venue 

3001 Eisenhower Pat.·kway 

Capt. Chuck Reynolds 

Capt. Ro b ert Fuller 

Capt. Charles Stone 

Capt. Jimmy Rogers 

The Department h as a veq aggressive crime prevention program that goes out into the City to teach the need 

for preventative measures. The other preventative service offered is the interaction program that goes into public 

and private schools to educate the students on many police related issues. The crime preventions programs ap

pear to be bearing fruit, as indicated by an overall decrease in crime in the city. The table below displays various 

Table 5-9 
Macon Police Department Offence Summary 2002 -2003 

Crime 

Homicide 

Rape 

Robbety 

Aggravated Assault 

Arson 

Burglaty 

Larceny 

Auto Theft 

Dmg Offenses 

Other 0 ffenses 

Grand Total 

Source: i\!Iacon Police D epartment 

2002 2003 Percent Change Numerical Change 

18 16 -11% -2 

87 50 

250 254 

347 452 

79 60 

2,324 1,954 

6,698 6,661 

1,242 1,055 

1,125 1,049 

15,730 1 5367 

27,900 26,918 

-43% 

2% 

30% 

-24% 

-16% 

-1% 

-15% 

-7% 

-2% 

-4% 

-37 

4 

105 

-19 

-370 

-37 

-187 

-76 

-363 

-982 
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crimes committed in the City from the 2002 to 2003. 

The addition of Ameri-Coxp Offices in traditionally high crime areas, has also contributed to the reduction in 

crime over the years . These stations act as a way of having a constant police presence in needed areas and many 

times setve as the staging area for many of the crime prevention programs. There are six throughout the city and 

they are also displayed in Figure 5-7. 

Table 5-10 
Macon Police Department Ameri-Corps Stations Ameri-Corp Station Address Coordinator 

Fort Hill 

Lymore Estates 

Village Green 

Unionville 

Pleasant Hill 

Bellevue 

Source: Macon Police Department 

1103 Eastview Avenue 

3775 Houston Avenue 

2636 Bloomfield Way 

1996 Mallard Avenue 

295 Monroe Avenue 

3617 Earl Street 

Sergeant Sarita Thomas 

Sergeant Sarita Thomas 

Sergeant Sarita Thomas 

Sergeant Sarita Thomas 

Sergeant Sarita Thomas 

Sergeant Sarita Thomas 
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City of Macon Police Stations Figure 5-7 
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Emergenry Management Administration 

The Macon-Bibb County Office of Emergency Management has been servmg the City of Macon and Bibb 

County for over forty years. TI1e mission of the agency is to prepare for, respond to, and recover a host of po

tential hazards and threats whether natural or manmade that may affect the citizens of Macon-Bibb County. 

The agency accomplishes this mission by primarily working along with the City of Macon Police Department, 

Bibb County Sheriffs Department and the Macon-Bibb Fire Department. TI1e agency implements the Emer

gency Operation Plan by coordinating all emergency response and the appropriate organizations. The agency will 

assist all local agencies in the development of emergency plans and training programs. 

Highlights of this agency include: 

:::::> State Certified full-time staff employees 

:::::> 24 Hour On-Call support 

:::::> 54 Emergency Sirens operational in Macon and Bibb County as of May 2000 

:::::> Provides over 300 hours of staff assistance to civic events ammally 

:::::> Assist utility companies with storm and accident recovery 

:::::> Search for missing persons 

:::::> Staff members licensed as Federal Communications Commission Amateur Radio Operators 

:::::> Monitor and alert citizens of inclement or threatening weather 

HEALTH SERVICES 

The Macon-Bibb County area has a very strong heald1 system. TI1e major hospitals in the County are nationally 

MB lfau~&u (}qwro• PI~W~T~~ & Zol(ri" (]ollllflitic( . 5-22 . . . . SHARED VISIONS 
~ " if ~ Planning Smart ChOICes 



ranked as health care providers. TI1ese hospitals have a total of 1,132 beds to serve not only the county but the 

Middle Geo.rgia region. Table 5~ 11 below provides statistics about the hospitals in the county. Figure 5-8 illus

trates the locations for the hospitals listed below. 

In addition to majo.r hospitals, Bibb County is the home to the District 5-2: No.rth Central District of the Geor

gia D epartment of Public Health. Tius district setves 13 J\lliddle Georgia Counties. Bibb County residents may 

use the Bibb County Health Department, wluch is located on Emety Highway. TI1e Bibb County Health D epart

ment offers setvices in Adult Health, ClUldren's Health, Dental H ealth, Sickle Cell Clllucs, Travel Cl.itucs, 

Women's Health, Early Intetvention, and Environmental H ealth. 

Table 5-11 
Hospitals ofMacon-Bibb County 

Statistics 

Bed Capacity 

E mergency Room Visits 

Non-Emergency Room Visits 

Coliseum Medical 
Center 

250 

25,887 

51,266 

Coliseum 
Psychiatric 

92 

0 

254 

Medical Staff 374 606 18 

Administrator Allen Golson Edward Ruffin 

Source: Georgia Department of Community H ealth, 2003 

Macon 
Northside 

103 

15,517 

16,006 

36 270 395 

Bud Costello 

*Figures represents a combined total from The Medical Center of Central Georgia and Middle Georgia Hospital 
Note: Bold numerical figures represen t the num ber o f physicians on staff. 

Medical 
Center* 

637 

54,660 

390,761 

476 

Don Faulk 

HealthSouth 
Rehab Hospital 

50 

0 

18,370 

983 6 50 

E lbert McQueen 
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Bibb County Primary Health Care Facilities 
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RECREATION FACILITIES 

Parks provide open space and enhance the appearance of a community for residents and visitors alike. Lkewise, 

recreational programs and facilities provide residents with opportunities to enjoy the community with their 

neighbors. Facilities provided may include parks, playgrounds, gyms, paths, picnic areas, swimming pools, tennis 

centers, ball fields, classrooms, and special facilities . Some sites may include more than one of theses facilities. 

Macon-Bibb County Parks and Reneation Department 

The Macon-Bibb County Parks and Recreation Department is the primary local agency responsible tor recrea

tion in the City of Macon, Payne City and unincorporated Bibb County. The Department has recently completed 

a Parks and Recreation Master Plan for Bibb County. With this new master plan the department will have tl1e 

needed direction to further enhance tl1e quality of life for all citizens of tl1e county. The Department oversees 75 

parks, recreational facilities, ru1d otl1er properties tlnoughout the county. 

The department provides various types of parks and facilities to accommodate a wide range of needs. The types 

of parks and facilities tl1at are provided are; Community Parks, Neighbod10od Parks, Special Use Facilities, Ur

ban Open Spaces, Sidewalks, Bikeways, and Natural Lands. A description of each type of park is discussed along 

witl1 a table tl1at lists tl1e reneational and otl1er facilities that are maintained by the department. Figure 5-9 dis

p lays the locations of theses facilities tlnoughout tl1e Cow1ty. 

Community Parks 

Community parks are generally between 20 and 50 acres in size, and serve residents within a 3-mile radius. These 

parks provide a balance of active and passive recreation opportunities including community centers, play stmc

tures, tennis courts, game courts, multi-purpose play fields and open space, swimming pools, facilities for cul

tural activities sucl1 as concerts and pertonnru1ces, picnic areas, internal trails, and natural study areas. These 

parks are not intended to be used extensively for programmed athletic use ru1d tournaments, ru1d should only be 

40%-60% developed with tl1e remaining balance to the preserved as multi-purpose open space or as natural ar-

eas. 

Neighborhood Parks 

Neighbod10od parks include botl1 active and passive recreation activities geared specifically for residents living 

within a 10 minute walk of tl1e park. Ease of access and walking distance are critical factors in tl1e location of 

neighborhood parks. These parks range in size from 5 to 10 acres. 
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Special Use Facilities 

Special use facilities are dedicated to one specialized recreation function, such as an aquatics center, softball/ 

baseball complex, tennis center, and etc. These facilities will vaq in size due to their intended use. 

Urban Open Spaces 

Urban open spaces are generally found in downtown settings. TI1ese spaces provide safe pedestrian access, are 

generally one acre or less in size, and include monuments, medians, urban plazas, gateways and small urban 

parks. Some of these small parks may have parks furnishings, such as park benches, picnic tables and play equip-

ment. 

Side1valks, Bikem:rys, Trails, and Greemvqys 

These facilities will include a county-wide interconnected system of pedestrian-friendly facilities such as shaded 

sidewalks in neighborhoods, striped bike lanes along major roadways, bike paths and multi-use trails within 

greenway conidors. 

Natural Lands and JV"atmvqys 

These lands include individual sites with sensitive natural resources, utility easements, surface water management 

areas, and shorelines along watetways. TI1e preservation of these lands enhances d1e livability and character of a 

region by presetving it natural amenities. 
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Facility Name 
COMMUNITY PARKS 

Freedom Park 

\Vest Macon Park 

North Macon Park 

Bloomfield Park 

South Macon Park 

East Macon Park 

Frank Johnson Park 

Memorial Park 

Rosa Jackson Community Center 

Central City Park 

Pierce Avenue \'V'aterworks 

Sandy Beach Park at Lake Tobesofkee 

Creekside Park at Lake Tobesofkee 

Sub-South/ South Bibb Detention Pond 

NEIGHBORHOOD PARKS 

Hillcrest Park 

Tattnall Square Park 

Mattie Jones Park 

Willingham Court Park 
Kings Park 

Hemy Burns Park 

Village Green 

Lynmore E states 

Murphy Park 

Flintrock Park at Lake Tobesofkee 

Becky Cummings Park 

Dandy Park 

Daisy Park 

South Macon/ Ormond Terrace 

Antioch Area 

\Vest Central/ Bellevue Area 

Key Street (Detention Pond) 

Tindall H eights Area 

Ft. Hill Area 

Crosskeys Area/ tvlillerfield Road 

SPECIAL USE FACILITIES 

John Drew Smith Tennis Center 
Bowden Golf Course 

Tattnall Square Tennis Center 

Senior Center 
Centreplex 

Luther Williams Baseball Stadirnn 

Softball Complex/Central City Park 

Table 5-12 
Existing Recreational Facilities 

Address Contact Name 

3301 RoffAvenue D anieiTitompson 

5018 Mercer University Drive Larry Fortson 

815 North Macon Park D rive James Hand 

41!5 Lions Place Octavia Battle 

468 Guy Paine Road Reginald Tabor 

3326 Ocmulgee East Boulevard Dona Moore 

2227 Mercer University Drive Kelvin l'vl.iddleton 

2465 Second Street Richard Madison 

1211 i'vlaynard Street James Smith 

ISO Willie "Smokey" Glover Michael Anthony 
Boulevard 
Pierce Avenue 

6600 Moseley Dixon Road 

6600 Moseley Dixon Road 

Hillcrest Avenue 

College Street 

1975 1stAvenue 

Willingham Court 
Kings Park Circle 

3298 Ingleside Avenue 

Ingleside Avenue 

7700 Moseley Di'<on Road 

Atkins Drive 

Forsyth Street 

Orntond Terrace 

Key Street 

Millerfield Road 

3280 North Ingle Place 
3111 Millerfield Road 

1155 College Street 

1283 Adams Street 

Reginald Tabor 

Benjamin Hamrick 

Reginald Tabor 

Reginald Tabor 
Reginald T abor 

Reginald T<~bor 

Reginald Tabor 

Reginald Tabor 

Reginald T abor 

Reginald Tabor 

Carl Hodge 
Jint H ickman 

Carl Hodge 

Larry Wright 
Regina Middleton 

Benjamin Hamrick 

Nancy Dixon 

Title 

Director 

Asst. Director/ Operations 

Director 

Director 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

Director 

Director 

Director 

Director 

Director/ Parks & Rec 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

Business Mgr. 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

Asst. Director/ Grotmds 
Asst . Director/ Grounds 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

A sst. Director/ Grounds 

Asst. Director/ Grotmds 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

Asst. Director / Grounds 

Pro/Manager 
Pro/ Director 

Pro/ Manager 

Supervisor 
Director 
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Georgia State Fair/ Central City Park 

R.V. Facility/ Central City Park 

Sanctuary Skate Park/ Central Gty Park 

URBAN OPEN SPACES 

Mamie Car"ter Park 

Ross/ Ash Park 

Kennedy Park 

Rose Park 

Washington Park 

Coleman Hill Park 

High Street Parks (2) 

Anita Park 

Briarcliff Park 

Jackson Springs Park 

Riverview Park 

Stanislaus Park 

B.F. Merritt Park 

Poplar Street Parks 

Tillid Street Parks 

Mulberry Street Park 

Confederate Monument 

Tower Park 

H ydrolia P ark 

Riverwalk PaJ:k/ Sprin g Street Boat Landing 

Prado 

G. Bernd Park 

Moore Park 

James Park 

Cherry Street Plaza 

Music Plaza 

Gty Hall Civic Plaza 

HISTORIC PUBLIC OPEN SPACES 

Ft. Hill Cemetery 

O ld 7th Street Cemetery 

Evergreen Cemetery 

Rose Hill Cemetery 

Ft. Hawkins 

SIDEWALKS, BIKEWAYS, TRAILS AND GREENWAYS 

Ocmulgee Greenway 

NATURAL LANDS AND WATERWAYS 

Bond Swamp National Wildlife Refuge 

Ocn1ulgee National Monument 

Arrowhead Park at Lake Tobesofkee 

Claystone Park at Lake Tobesofkee 

Ocmulgee River 

Source: Macon~ Bibb County Parks and Recreation D epartment 

!50 Willie "Smokey" Glover Benjamin H amrick 
Boulevard 
180 Willie "Smokey" Glover Lori Walker 
Boulevard 

TI10maston Rd/ Columbus 
Road 

Reginald Tabor 

Colun1bus Street/ Orange T er- Reginald Tabor 
race 
Magnolia Street 

Georgia Avenue 

High Street 

Nottingham Drive 

Riverview D rive 

Stanislaus Place/ Stanislaus 
Circle 

Benjamin H amrick 

Benjamin Hamrick 

Reginald T abor 

R eginald Tabor 

Reginald T abor 

Reginald T abor 

Vineville Avenue & Pio Nono Reginald Tabor 
Avenue 
Cotton Avenue to M.L.K Jr. Reginald Tabor 

Tillid Street Reginald T abor 

Georgia Avenue & 5th Street Reginald T abor 

Second Street & Cotton AvenueReginald Tabor 

High Street & Forsyth Street Reginald Tabor 

H ydrolia Street & Olive Street Reginald Tabor 

Spring Street 

The Prado 

Magnolia Street 

Reginald Tabor 

Reginald Tabor 

Reginald Tabor 

Oglethorpe and Jackson Streets Reginald Tabor 

Cherry Street Reginald Tabor 

Short Street Ben Hamrick 

7 th Street Ben Hamrick 

St. James Street Ben Hamrick 

Riverside Drive Ben Hamrick 

Maynard Street 

Business Manager 

Manager 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

Business Mru1ager 

Business Manager 

Asst. Director/Grounds 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

Asst. Directm·/ Grounds 

Asst. Director/ Grotmds 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

Asst. Director/ Grmmds 

Asst. D irector/ Grounds 

Asst. Director/ Grmmds 

Asst. D irector/ Grounds 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

A sst. D irector/ Grmmds 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

Asst. Director/ Grounds 

Manager 

Manager 

Manager 

.Manager 
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Macon-Bibb County Parks and Recreation Master Plan Figure 5·9 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

There are two forms of government in Bibb County, County government and City government. There are two 

city govemments, the City of Macon and Payne City. 

Bibb County 

The County gov ernment has five County Commissioners of w hich one is elected to the post of Chairman. TI1e 

Chairman's position is full time. TI1e cunent County Commissioners are: 

Charles W . Bishop, Chairman 

Samuel F. H art, Vice Chairman 

Bert Bivins, III 

Elmo A. Richardson, Jr. 

Joe Allen 

Figure 5-10 displays the sections of the county that each Commissioner represents. Also on the County level are 

four other elected officials which are the Sheriff, Tax Collector, Clerk of Comt, and the Coroner. 

The County govemment utilizes the Bibb County Comthouse as its primary administrative facility. The present 

courthouse is the fifth to have been built for the coun ty. In 1910 the Grand Jmy recommended that a $500,000 

bond issue be approved for the consttuction of a new courthouse. TI1e bond issue was voted down in the elec

tion of November 1914. Finally, in 1919 a bond issue was once again proposed and approved. In 1924, Cmmty 

Commission Chairman, Charles W. Stroberg accepted the fom-story building. Approximately one year after the 

courthouse was occupied, the Commissioners accepted plans to construct a jail on the top floor. The total court

house was completed in 1926. 

City of Macon 

The City of Macon has a Mayor and Com1cil form of govemment. The Mayor and City Council are elected to 

fom-year terms that coincide with each other. TI1e Mayor is the Chief Executive of the City and has line-item 

veto power over all measmes passed by the City Council. The Council is responsible for all appropriation to City 

Departments or for City projects . Should the Mayor v eto au action of Council, it h as the ability to ovenide his 

veto. A mandatmy vote of 10 members of the Council is required to override the Mayor's veto . 
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Bibb County Commission Districts 
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If the Mayor is unable to complete a full term, the President of City Council takes the office. If this happens in 

the first three years, the President of City Cotmcil would hold office until a special election could be called to 

replace the Mayor. If this happens in the last year of the term, the President of City Council serves out the re

mainder of d1e term of d1e Mayor. 

There are a total of fifteen members of Cow1cil in Macon. Each Council member represents one of five Wards. 

There are three members per Ward that consist of a Post One Official, Post Two Official, and a Post Three Of

ficial. The Post One Official is elected at large and d1e two od1er officials are elected from inside d1e Ward. The 

Post Two and Three Officials must reside in d1e Ward from which d1ey are elected. Figme 5-11 displays the 

Wards d1at each Council member· represents. The current members of d1e Mayor/ City Council government are: 

C. Jack Ellis, Mayor 

Anita Ponder, Ward 3 

President of City Cow1eil 

James Timley, Ward 2 

Alveno Ross, Ward 3 

Ed DeFore, Ward 2 

Rick Hutto, Ward 1 

Hemy Ficklin, Ward 3 

Charles Dudley, Ward 4* 

Mike Cranford, Ward 2 

Elaine Lucas, Ward 1 

Charles Jones, Ward 4 

Filomena Mullis, Ward 5* 

Willette Hill-Chambliss, Ward 4 

Brenda C. Youmas, Ward 1 

Cole Thomaston, Ward 5 

Stebin Horne, Ward 5* 

* Vacancy was not filled or seeking another office at tin1e of report composition. 

Payne City 

Payne City also has a Mayor and Council form of government. The government is composed of a Mayor, five 

City Council members, and a City Clerk. There is currendy a vacant council seat. City Hall is a 1,200 to 1,300 

square foot facility located on Green Street in Payne City. The election schedule is every four years. The cmrent 

Mayor and City Cow1eil Members are: 

Kenneth Thompson, Mayor 

Joan Evans 

Linda Holley 

Maria Gutierrez 

Johnny Evans 
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City of Macon Council Wards Figure 5-11 
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EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS 

Elementaty. Middle. and High School Education 

Bibb County offers its residents a choice of both public and private school education. TI1.ere are 49 public 

schools that serve nearly 25,000 students and 16 private schools that serve over 6,000 students. TI1.e combination 

of educational choices afforded to the residents of the Bibb County can assure a high quality education. Figure 5-

12 displays locations of all public, private, and higher education educational fa cilities in the county. 

Bibb County Public Schools 

The public school system in Bibb County serves pre-kindergarten through twelfth grade students from Macon 

and Bibb Cow1.ty. The school system is managed by an elected Bibb County Board of Education and an ap

pointed Superintendent of Schools. The Board meets on the third Thursday of each month at 6:00 p.m. 

To meet the growing demand for new and upgraded educational facilities for the community, Bibb Cow1.ty vot

ers recently approved a comprehensive live year, 150 million dollar school facilities impr..ovement program. TI1.e 

plan calls for tl1.e building of new elementary, middle, and high school facilities in rapidly growing areas of tl1.e 

county. Several existing schools witlun county have or will undergo either extensive renovation or new additions. 

Tlus also resulted in tl1e closure of older school facilities and consolidations of otl1.er facilities to help meet gov

errunental mandates. A system wide Career Center has been constn1cted to train students for highly skilled, 

lughly paid occupations in tl1.e Middle Georgia area witl1. partnerslups between local industl.y and the school sys

tem. These steps taken by the school board will no doubt help maintain ar1.d improve tl1.e overall quality of the 

school system. TI1.e schools and their enrollments are listed in Table 5-13. 

Private schools in the cow1ty offer education on tl1e elementaty, middle, and lugh school levels. Many of tl1.ese 

institutions offer residents an opportunity to send clllidren to a religious based educational environment tl1at can 

not be attained in tl1e p ublic system. This adds to tl1e quality of life o f tl1e cmmty in that various educational 

choices are offered. The scl1.ools and their enrollment are listed in T able 5-13. 

Higher: Education 

Bibb Cow1.ty has a total of four institutions of lugher learning to choose from wluch include tluee four-year col

leges and a technical college. The wide variety of course offerings affords not only residents of Bibb County ex

cellent educational opportunities but also residents of tl1.e Middle Georgia area as well. TI1.ese institutions bolster 



the high quality of life found in Bibb County. 

Macon State College 

Macon State College is a four-year institution with a special focus on professionally oriented degree programs 

that are compatible to the needs o f today's workforce. TI1e college is a part of the University of Georgia System 

that allows transfers to od-1er University of Georgia System schools with relative ease. The college is recognized 

for its strength in infonnation technology, its continued focus on a strong foundation for its students in the arts 

& science and its success in connecting with the region through innovative partnerships with area business, in

dustty, and government. The college offers over 30 areas of study that include studies in business, communica

tion s, health information management, health services administration, information technology and applied sci-

ences to name a few. 

TV"eslryan College 

Founded in 1836, Wesleyan College is the first college in world that was established to grant degrees to women. 

Today, Wesleyan carries this distinction with pride and is regarded as one of the nation 's finest colleges. 

Wesleyan is a four-year liberal arts college that is affiliated with the Methodist Church. 

The college offers a wide-range of liberal arts education. There are over 30 majo rs and 24 mino rs available. Areas 

of concentration include art, biology, chemist:t.y , physics, commtuucation, education, education, hist01y, religious 

studies, and theatre to name a few. 

Mercer U niversi!J 

Mercer University is a Georgia Baptist Convention aHiliated school. The tuuversity seeks to aclueve excellence 

and scholarly discipline in the fields of liberal learning and professional knowledge. The university is guided by 

the lUstoric principles of religious and intellectual freedom, while affirming religious and moral values that arise 

from the Judeo-Clu:istian understanding of the world. 

The university is a bright star in J\!Iiddle Georgia that has several nationally recognized programs. The School of 

Medicine, which has received for 10 consecutive years a Silver Award from the American Academy of Family 

Physicians, is m ajor supplier of doctors to n1ral and underserved areas of Georgia. The Walter F. George School 

of Law, founded in 1873, is one of the oldest law schools in county. TI1e tuuversity provides a wide range of aca

demic programs that range from liberal arts, business, education and theology to name a few. 
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Central Georgia Technical College 

Central Georgia Technical College (CGTC) is a member of the State System of Technical Institutes and an insti

tution of higher education. The school was founded in 1962 and opened its doors in 1966. The school originally 

opened with 3 Macon locations with two located downtown along Forsyth Street and Second Street while the 

third was located along Anthony Road. 

The strong demand for technical education in Bibb County and Middle Georgia necessitated a much larger cam

pus. The school is now located in one central location along Eisenhower Parkway that allows it to effectively of

fer a wide range of programs. Programs of study include health technology, business technology, and trade and 

industrial technology to name a few. 
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Table 5-13 
Bibb County Educational Institution Enrollment 2003-2004 School Year 

Bibb County Public Schools Private Schools 
Elementary 
Schools 
Alexander II 

Barden 

Enrollment Middle Schools Enrollment School Enrollment 

Bernd 

Brookdale 

Bmce 

Hunt/ Burdell 

Burghard 

Burke 

Carter 

Danforth 

Hamilton 

Hartley 

Heritage 

Heard 

Ingram / Pye 

Jones 

King 

Lane 

Morgan 

Porter 

Rice 

Riley 

Skyview 

Springdale 

Taylor 

Union 

461 

508 

537 

522 

283 

536 

518 

511 

623 

237 

360 

383 

941 

483 

415 

463 

296 

468 

465 

443 

497 

429 

660 

824 

560 

508 

Vineville Academy 427 

Weir 309 

William s 

ButlerECC 

PRE-K 

TOTAL 

448 

131 

346 

14,592 

Appling 

McEvoy 

Miller 

Rutland 

\'V'eaver 

TOTAL 

High Schools 
Central 

Hutchings Career Center 

Nortl1east 

Renaissan ce 

Rutland 

Southwest 

Westside 

Total 

Specialty Schools 

Nee! Academy 

Elam Alexander 

Teen Parent Center 

Total 

Grand T otal 

Source: Bibb Cotm ty Board of Education and the Various Institutions Lsted 

566 Betl1any Jr. Academy 

755 Central Fellow. 

809 Covenant Academy 

965 1 ' ' Presbyterian 

1,048 Gilead Academy 

4,143 :tvlid GA Christian Academy 

Montessori of Macon 

1,207 Mount D eSales 

262 Progressive Christian Academy 

854 St. Andrew Montessori 

113 St. Joseph Catholic School 

718 St. Peter Claver 

1,082 Strafford Academy 

1,599 Tattnall Square Academy 

5,843 Windsor Academy 

Woodfield Academy 

197 Total 

72 Higher Education 
63 School 

332 Macon State 5,347 

24,902 CGTC 7,346 

Mercer University 3,483 

Wesleyan 1,280 

Total 17,456 

16 

650 

169 

940 

217 

1_706 

84 

601 

47 1 

82 

322 

248 

949 

816 

280 

40 

6,055 



THE PUBLIC LIBRARY SYSTEM 

The libmty system in Bibb County has had a long existence in the community. The Macon-Bibb County Public 

Lbmq System began in 1836 and operated under the guidance of the Macon Lyceum and Lbrruy Society. In 

187 4, the Macon Public Libraq and Historical Society was organized and operated a public librru.y on Mulbeny 

Street in a former Knights of Columbus building. A new building was constructed in 1889 on Mulbeny Street 

across from the Grand Opera House. Today the location at Washington Avenue and College Street, which was 

opened to the public in 1922, is the current location of the Macon-Bibb County/ Middle Georgia Regional Li

braq. 

The Macon-Bibb County Public librru.y is the headquarters for the Middle Georgia Regional Libraty System. This 

system serves five o ther counties in l'vliddle Georgia which are Crawford, J ones, Macon, Twiggs, and Wilkinson 

counties. This association underscores the importance of d1e l\lfacon-Bibb County library not only to the citizens 

of Macon-Bibb County, but also to the Middle Georgia area. 

To serve Macon-Bibb County, the library operates five librar·ies throughout the county. The Washington Memo

rial Lbraty ru1d the Shurling Branch are owned by d1e City of Macon. The od1er three branch libraries are lo

cated within shopping centers that are privately owned. T ables 5-14 and 5-15; display additional information 

about these facilities. 

Table 5-14 
Macon-Bibb County Library Facilities 

Facility 

Washington Memorial 

Riverside Branch 

Shurling Branch 

Rocky Creek Branch 

West Bibb Branch 

Source: Macon Bibb County Public Lbrary, 2003 

Location/ Zip Code 

1180 Washington Ave./ 31201-1762 

110 H oliday North Dr./ 31210-1802 

1762 Shurling Dr./ 31221-2125 

1504 Rocky Creek Rd./ 31206-3579 

5580 TI10maston Rd./ 31220-8106 

Ownership 

City of Macon 

Ocmulgee Fields 

City of Macon 

Ocmulgee Fields 

Northwest Commons IlC. 

Total Square Footage 

Square Foot-
age 

56,000 

8,100 

8,180 

5,280 

8,464 

86,024 
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Table 5-15 
Macon-Bibb County Library Statistics 

Washington Riverside Rocky Creek Shurling West Bibb 

Size 56,043 sqft 8,100 sqft 5,280 sqft 8,180 sqft 8,464 sqft 

Public Seating 221 37 14 33 42 

IT Workstations 81 14 11 18 20 

Total Volumes 138,547 52,559 45,222 39,000 51,935 

.Annual Circulation 1,057,299 233,397 145,769 146,299 182,663 

Reference Questions 435,655 85,795 48,463 84,248 77,454 

Total Visits 219,872 75,996 58,536 54,045 70,613 

Source: Macon-Bibb County Public Library, 2003 
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Existing Library Facility Service Areas 
3-Mile Radius 

Figure 5·13 

Legend 
library 
Name 

0 Riverside Drive Branch 

• Rocky Creek Branch 

• Shurling Drive Branch 

• Washington Memorial 

• West Bibb Branch 

CJ City Of Macon 

c::J s ibb 

• ~Miles 
0 1 2 4 6 



OTHER CULTURAL FACILITES 

Many facilities that are available in Macon-Bibb County have been covered in this chapter. H owever, several od1-

ers are word1 mentioning which enhance d1e quality of life in the community. These facilities round out and pro

vide additional culhlfal activities to d1ose who live in and visit Macon-Bibb County. The following list contains 

the additional cultural facilities not previously mentioned 

Museum of Arts and Sciences 

The Georgia Music H all of Fame 

Macon Little Theatre 

The City Auditorium/ Centreplex 

The Grand Opera H ouse 

Middle Georgia Art Association 

The Cannonball House 

Georgia Sports H all of Fame 

Museum of Arts and Sciences 

The H ay House 

Woodruff H o use 

Capital Theater 

Organizations that perform include: 

The Macon Symphony Orcl1estra 

MidSummer Macon 

The Nutcracker of Middle Georgia 

Jazz Association of Macon 

Macon Moving Dance Company 

The Tubman African American Museum 

Theatre Macon 

The D ouglas Theatre 

Porter Auditorium 

The Fine Arts Center 

Terminal Station & Welcome Center 

Georgia Music Hall of Fame 

Georgia Forestty J\!Iuseum 

Ocmulgee National Monument 

Sidney Lanier Cottage 

Rose Hill Cemetery 

Chorale Society of Middle Georgia 

Macon State Humanities D epartment 

Heart of Georgia Barbershop Chams 

J\!Iacon Concert Association 

Middle Georgia Youth Ballet 
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WATER SUPPLY AND SEWERAGE 

Water Supply 

According to the Georgia Department of Community Affairs, typical water demand in the United States is 150 

gallons per capita per day (GPCD): ftfty-five in residential use, twenty in commercial uses, fifty in industrial uses, 

and twenty-five in public and unaccounted uses. GPCD can vaty from 50 to 250 GPCD based upon climate, per 

capita income, ammal rain, and types of industries. Bibb County's GPCD in the year 2000 was calculated to be 

196 by using the population figure of 153,887 and the average daily volume of water consumed by user figure of 

30,541,420. At current MWA water treatment capacity, a GPCD of 384 is possible. 
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Table 5-16 
Comparison of General System Statistics 2000 & 2003 

Water System 

Miles of Water Mains and Lines 

N umber of Water Treatment Facilities 

Maximum gallons of water permitted to withdraw from Ocmulgee River per day (when river is 
above 6.33 feet) 
Maximum gallons of water permitted to wid1draw from Ocmulgee River per day (when river is 
below 6.33 feet) 
Maximum gallons of water ~-.ci.sting water treatment facility is capable of treating daily 

Average annual volume of gallons treated per day 

Peak number of gallons treated in one day during d1e year 

J'viaximum gallons of water storage 

Nmnber of water users 

Average daily volume of water consumed by users 

Sewerage System 

J'viiles of sanitary sewer lines 

Miles of .interceptor lines 

Number of sewerage treatment facilities 

N umber of major pumping stations 

Comb.ined maximum gallons daily capacity of wastewater treatment facilities 

Average daily utilization (in gallons) at d1.e Poplar Street WPCP 

Average daily utilization (.in gallons) at d1.e Rocky Creek WPCP 

N umber of sewerage users 

Average daily volmne of sewage treated 

Source: Macon Water Authority 

2000 

1,592 

Not Re-
ported 

35,000,000 

60,000,000 

33,139,300 

50,380,000 

39,100,000 

52,086 

30,541,420 

628 

200 

3 

7 

45,000,000 

20,000,000 

24,000,000 

42,548 

32,964,163 

2003 

1,630 

1 

110,000,000 

35,000,000 

60,000,000 

29,930,000 

43,280,000 

35,430,000 

54,201 

26,785,833 

650 

220 

2 

7 

44,000,000 

15,830,000 

21,460,000 

44,237 

37,290,000 

0/o 
Change 

2.4 

0 

0 

0 

-9 

-14 

-9 

4 

-12 

3 

0 

-33 

0 

-2 

-20 

-11 

4 

13 

By 2030 the population of Bibb County is expected to increase by six percent to 165,551. By using an assump

tion of a static average daily volume of water consumed by user figure of 30,541,420 and the expected growth, 

the GPCD could be assumed that it should not exceed 208 GPCD. However, consumption and water treatment 

were down by fourteen and twelve percent respectively from 2000 to 2003. This was probably due to drought 

conditions. The reduction in consumption .is expected to continue in the near future thus the demand should not 

exceed capacity in the next dlirty years. Tllis assumption is due .in part to the recen t loss of a major .iudust:t.y 

wlllch was its number one water customer and second largest sewer customer. Tllis major industty purchased 

54% of all water sold to principle 11on-residential customers .in 2002. 
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MW A .is positioned to meet the future demand fnr water in the community. TI1e recently completed 6.5 billion 

gallon Lucas Lake Rese1voir and the continued system expansions support this assumption. Table 5-17 outlines 

tl1e MW A work program for FY 2004 to 2009. The work program indicates the aggressive efforts to upgrade and 

expand tl1e water distribution and sewerage collection systems. 

Sewerage 

One method of estimating future wastewater demand .is to base wastewater generation on water use. According 

to the Georgia Department of Cornmwlity Affairs, local governments can generally multiply water demand by a 

coefficient of .60 to .80 to obtain wastewater demand. By using the average daily volume of water consumed by 

user figure of 26,785,833 gallons and a high coeHic.ient range of .60 to .80, tl1e current wastewater demand 

ranges from 16,071,499 to 21,428,666 gallons. 

Forecasting future needs for wastewater collection and treatment involves projecting population and employ

ment. TI1e population of Bibb County is expected to increase by 6% by 2030. Multiplying the wastewater de

mand figures by 6% respectively would yield a wastewater demand range of 17,035,788 to 22,714,385 by 2030. 

Tllis range is manageable at tl1e current combined capacity of the wastewater treatment plants. As previously 

noted, M\'{1 A lost its second largest sewerage customer thus tl1e demand should not exceed capacity in the next 

tlurty years. 
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Table 5-17 
Macon-Bibb County/MWA Annual Work Program 

Fiscal Years 2004 to 2009 
Year Project Description Assigned Funding Costs Goal Area Status 

2004 H artley Bridge Road Water Relocation Water Autl1ority Local $90,000 Facilities Ongoing 
2004 H artley Bridge Road Sewer Relocation \Vater Autl10rity Local $102,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2004 Install Water Mains-Old Club Road / Old Tucker Road Water Auiliority Local $30,000 F acilities Ongoing 

2004 Sa.'\:on-Lumpkin Sewer Relocation Water Authority Local $26,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2004 Houston Road Water Main Extension-12" Water Autl1ority Local 45000 Facilities Ongoing 

2004 Install Sewer Lft Station-Indian Mounds & Main Water Auiliority Local $200,000 Facilities Ongoing 
Street 

2004 Lamar Road - Install Sewer Water Authority Local $800,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2004 Clear Sewer Easement Water Autl10rity Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2004 Install Sewer Lft Station-Forsyili Road School Water Autl10rity Local $200,000 F acilities Ongoing 
2004 Install Sewer Lft Station-Indian Mounds & Main Water Autl10rity Local $1,700,000 Facilities Ongoing 

Street 

2004 Install Sewer To Chandler Downs Subdivision Water Auiliority Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoing 
2004 Install Water Mains And Fire Hydrants On Un- Water Auiliority Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoing 

watered Streets In Bibb County 

2004 Install Water & Sewer For Hope VI Project Water Auiliority Federal, Local $600,000 Facilities Ongoing 
2004 Miscellaneous Maintenance and Improvements Water Auiliority Local $180,123 Facilities Ongoing 

(Tanks) 

2004 Replace 4" And Smaller Water Mains With 6" Water Water Autl10rity Local $100,000 F acilities Ongoing 
Mains And Fire H ydrants 

2004 Pierce Avenue WTP D e-Commission Contract 1 Water Autl1ority Federal, State, $30,000 Facilities Ongoing 
Local 

2004 Pierce Avenue WTP D e-Commission Contract 2 Water A uiliority Federal, State, $388,750 Facilities Ongoing 
Local 

2004 Rehabilitate Sewer Collection System Water Authority Local $7,000,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2004 Reline Water Mains Water Auiliority Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2004 Replace Shaft \Vater Treatment Plant Intake Building Water Auiliority Federal, State, $167,208 Facilities Ongoing 
Local 

2004 Replace Small Water Mains With Larger Water Mains Water Authority Local $200,000 F acilities Ongoing 
& Install Fire H ydrants 

2004 Sanitary Sewer Evaluation Study Water Autl10rity Local $1,000,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2004 Source Water Assessment Plan Water Aud10rity Local $35,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2004 Various Water E xtensions Water Authority Local $50,000 Facilities Ongoing 
2005 Sardis Church Road-12" Water Main-Skipper Rd. To Water Autl10rity Local $250,000 Facilities Ongoing 

Barfield Rd. 

2005 E ast Macon Transmission Water Main-Phase II -Scope Water Auiliority Federal, State, $2,900,000 Facilities Ongoing 
Change Required Local 

2005 Install Sewer Lft Station-Souili Pierce Drive Water Aud1ority Local $200,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2005 Install Sewer To Bass Road At St Croix Subdivision Water Aud10rity Local $220,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2005 Install Sewer I-75 Industrial Park Water Aud1ority Local $286,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2005 Install Water Overflow Protection-Forsyd1 Road Re- Water Autl10rity Local $150,000 Facilities Ongoing 
pwnp.ing Station 
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2005 Zebulon Road 16" Water Main Water .Authority Local $116,397 Facilities Ongoing 
2005 Oear Sewer E asement Water .Authority Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2005 Install Stand-by Generators & Rehabilitate Sewer L ft Water .Authority Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoing 
Stations 

2005 Install~ ater ~Iains And Fire Hydrants On Un- Water Authority Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoing 
watered Streets In Bibb Cotulty 

2005 Replace 4" And Smaller Water Mains With 6" Water Water Authority Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoing 
Mains And Fire H ydrants 

2005 J\ifiscellaneous Maintenance and Improvements Water Authority Local $186,174 Facilities Ongoing 
(Tanks) 

2005 Rehabilitate Sewer Collection System Water Aud10rity Local $3,000,000 F acilities Ongoing 

2005 Reline Water Mains Water Authority Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2005 Replace Small Water Mains Wid1 L:~rger Water Mains Water Authority Local $200,000 Facilities Ongoing 
& Install Fire H ydrants 

2005 Various Water Extensions Water Authority Local $50,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2005 Water Storage Improvements Water .Aud1ority Local $100,000 Facilities O ngoing 

2006 Calaparchee Road 12" Water Main Water .Auiliority Local $45,000 Facilities Ongoing 
2006 Forsyth Road-Water Storage Improvements Water .Auiliority Local $150,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2006 Install Sewer Lift Station-Clearwater Subdivision Water .Auiliority Local S150,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2006 Sewer Lft Station Upgrade-Corbin .Ave. & Riverside Water .Auiliority Local $200,000 Facilities Ongoing 
Cemetery 

2006 Relocate Water and Sewer Mains Oo Riverside Drive Water Authority Local $150,000 Facilities Ongoing 
2006 Rehabilitate F orsyth Road Re-Pump Station Water .Aud10rity Local $50,000 Facilities Ongoing 
2006 Sardis Church Road- 12" Water Main-Skipper Rd. To Water .Aud1ority Local $80,000 Facilities Ongoing 

Goodall Mill Rd. 

2006 Sewer Lft Station Upgrade-Corbin Ave. & Riverside Water Authority Local $1,700,000 Facilities Ongoing 
Cemetery 

2006 Rel1abilitate Breezy Hill Reservoir Water A ud10rity Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2006 Clear Sewer Easement Water .Aud10rity Local $500,000 Facilities O ngoing 

2006 Install Stand-by Generators & Rehabilitate Sewer Lft Water .Auiliority Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoing 
Stations 

2006 Install Generators & Upgrade Sewer Lift Station Water .Authority Local $300,000 Facilities Ongoing 
2006 Install Water Mains And Fire H ydrants On Un- Water Authority Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoing 

watered Streets In Bibb County 

2006 Replace 4" And Smaller Water Mains Wid1 6" Water Water Auiliority Local $ 100,000 Facilities Ongoing 
Mains And Fire H ydrants 

2006 J\ifiscellaneous JYiaintenance and ImprO\rements Water Authority Local $192,448 Facilities Ongoing 
(Tanks) 

2006 Miscellaneous Expenditures Water .Authority Local $250,000 F acilities Ougoing 

2006 Rehabilitate Sewer Collection System Water .Aud10rity Local $3,000,000 Facilities Ongoing 
2006 Reline Water Mains Water Authority Local $500,000 F acilities Ongoing 

2006 Various Water E :l.."tensions Water Aud1ority Local $50,000 F acilities Ongoing 

2006 Water Storage Improvements Water Aud1ority Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2007 Rehabilitate Second Street G row1d Storage Tank Water Authority Local $15,000 Facilities Ongoing 
2007 Rock-y Creek WPCP-Millennium Study Water .Aud1ority Local $4,171,000 Facilities O ngoing 

2007 Rehabilitate Rubin D rive Re-Pump Station Water .Authority Local $100,000 Facilities O ngoing 

2007 Rock-y Creek WPCP-i\fillennium Study Water .Auiliority Local $5,000,000 Facilities O ngoing 
2007 Clear Sewer Easen1e11t Water Aud1ority Local $500,000 F acilities O ngoing 

2007 Install Generator & Upgrade Sewer Lft Station Water .Aud1ority Local S100,000 Facilities O ngoing 

2007 Install Stand-by Generators & Rel1abilitate Sewer Lift Water Aurl1ority Local $100,000 Facilities O ngoing 
Stations 
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2007 Install Water Maius And Fire Hydrants On Un- Water Aud1ority Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoiug 
watered Streets In Bibb County 

2007 Replace 4" And Smaller Water Mains With 6" Water Water Authority Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoing 
}.Iains And Fire Hydrants 

2007 .Nfiscellaneous }.faintenance and Improvements Water Authority Locnl $200,000 Facilities Ougoiug 
(fauks) 

2007 Miscellaneous Expenditures Water Authority Local $250,000 F acilities Ongoing 
2007 Rehabilitate Sewer Collection System Water Audwrity Local $3,000,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2007 Reline Water Maius Water Authority Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2007 Various \1\later Extensions Water Authority Local $50,000 Facilities Ongoiug 
2007 Water Storage Improvements Water Aurl1ority Local $ 100,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2008 Hardey Bridge Road-Water Storage System Water Authority Local $1,500,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2008 Rehabilitate Camp Wheeler Re-Pwnp Station Water Audwrity Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoing 
2008 Clear Sewer Easement Water Authority Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2008 Install Generator & Rel1abilitate Sewer Lft Station Water Authority Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoiug 

2008 Install Sewer Maius Water Authority Local $1,000,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2008 Install Stand-by Generators & Rehabilitate Sewer Lift Water Authority Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoing 
Stations 

2008 Install Water Maius And Fire Hydrants On Un- Water Authority Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoing 
watered Streets In Bibb County 

2008 Replace 4'' And Smaller Water Mains Wid1 6" Water Water Authority Local $'100,000 Facilities Ongoing 
Mains And Fire H ydrants 

2008 Rehabilitate Bloomfield Re-Pump Station Water Aurlwrity Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2008 Rehabilitate Sewer Collection System Water Aud10rity Local $3,000,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2009 Millennium Project (Upgrade Plants) Water Audwrity Federal, State, $11 ,000,00 Facilities Ongoiug 
Local 0 

2009 Rehabilitate Bowden Repump Station Water Authority Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2009 Clear Sewer Easement Water Authority Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2009 Install Generator & Upgrade Sewer Lft Station Water Aud10rity Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoiug 
2009 Install Stand-by Generators & Rehabilitate Sewer Lft Water Aud1ority Local $ 100,000 Facilities Ongoing 

Stations 

2009 Install Water 1-.fains And Fire H ydrants On Un- Water Al1d10rity Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoing 
watered Streets In Bibb County 

2009 Replace 4" And Smaller Water Mains Wid1 6" Water Water Aud1orit:y Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoing 
Mains And Fire Hydrants 

2009 Miscellaneous Maintenance and ln1provements Water Authority Local $200,000 Facilities Ongoing 
(fanks) 

2009 Miscellaneous Expenditures Water Aumority Local $250,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2009 Rehabilitate Sewer Collection System Water Aud1ority Local $3,000,000 Facilities Ongoing 
2009 Reline Water Maius Water Authority Local $500,000 Facilities Ongoing 
2009 Various Water EJ..'tensions Water Auiliority Local $50,000 Facilities Ongoing 

2009 Water Storage Improvements Water Aud1ority Local $100,000 Facilities Ongoing 



SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT 

The community does not presently have an updated solid waste management plan. The p lan was scheduled to be 

fully updated in 2003 by tl1e Middle Georgia Regional Development Center; however, the update has been in

definitely postponed. According to tl1e 1993 plan completed by MGRDC, the maximum life expectancy of the 

Macon landfill was projected to be about 11 years as of January 1990 and the private landfill used by tl1e County 

was listed as having a 10 life expectancy as of April 1993. According to city officials, the city landfill has recently 

undergone modifications to extend the life expectancy another 10 to 13 years. The landfill used by tl1e Cmmty is 

also projected to have another 10 years of life. 

A new comprehensive solid waste plan is drastically needed for tl1e community. The current life expectancies of 

the community landfills are short and indicate the need for a new facility widun the county. The city and county 

governments may want to consider contracting with surrounding counties to accept Bibb County waste if no 

suitable sites are found within tl1e county. 

PUBLIC SAFETY 

Fire Protection 

The Macon-Bibb County Fire Department operates 19 fire stations of which eleven are in the City and seven are 

in the County and one is a joint City/ County station. As previously mentioned the Department cunently pro

vides good fire protection to the community. The good fire protection tl1at is afforded to tl1e community is evi

dent due to the outstanding Class 1 and Class 3 I SO ratings for ilie City and County respectively. To maintain 

these levels into the future, the Department should look into increasing staff; continue to update eqtupment and 

facilities. The Department should also look into establishing additional stations in the faster growing areas of the 

county. The area known as Sub-Souili and the northwestern portion of tl1e County are expected to continue to 

be growili centers into the future . 

Police Protection 

Bibb County Sher!ff's Department 

The increased population in ilie unincorporated areas of tl1e county has underscored the increased need of police 

protection. According to the U.S. Census, tl1e population of tl1e unincorporated portion of the county grew by 

25% from 1990 to 2003. In just tltree years from 2000 to 2003 ilie U.S. Census estimates indicated a 4% increase 

in population. The urilncorporated portion of the coru1ty is expected to continue grow in tl1e future. 
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To provide police protection to the unincorporated portion of the county, the Bibb County Sheriffs Depart

ment dissects the county into three patrol districts (refer to Figure 5-6). According to the Bibb County Sheriff's 

Department, there are a minimum of 9 cars assigned to patrol the county for each shift. This equates to an aver

age of 3 cars per patrol district This also equates to a minimum ratio or level of set.vice of 1 car per 6,557 resi

dents. This ratio may indicate that the department is understaffed. However, it should be kept in mind that 

population figures alone do not necessarily dictate an adequate distribution of police forces. Many times the dis

tribution patterns are influenced by the frequencies of crimes in particular areas. It is recommended that the De

partment adopt new level of service standards to meet the needs of the growing unincorporated areas. 

Macon Police Department 

The City of Macon has undergone a decrease in population during the past decade. According to the U.S. Cen

sus, the City of Macon has decreased in population by 11% from 1990 to 2003. In just three yeats from 2000 to 

2003 the U.S . Census estimates indicated a 2% decrease in population. While the City is expected to continue to 

decrease in population, police protection must remain strong. 

As previously mentioned, the Department divides the city into four precincts to provide police protection (refer 

to Figure 5-7). The D epartment requires that a minimum of 5 cars patrol each precinct per shift. This equates to 

a ratio or level of service of 1 car per 4,763 residents. It should be noted that five cars are a minimum; however, 

some precincts patrol with up to nine cars if needed. The increases in patrol cars are usually dictated by higher 

occurrences of crime. In addition, the Ameri-Corp stations augment police patrols by providing a neighborhood 

police presence. 

E mergeng Management Administration 

The Emergency Management Administration has recently embarked on upgrading its equipment to more effi

ciently respond to emergencies. The E.NIA will soon be installing and training personnel in a Computer Aided 

Dispatch (CAD) system. Tllis will allow for a more efficient way a plotting out tl1e shortest routes to an emer·

gency. This information is essential to fire, police, and general emergency calls. 

HEALTH SERVICES 

The Macon-Bibb County area has a very strong health system. There are 1,144 physicians serving dte county. 

Based upon a 2003 U.S. Census Population Estimate count of 154,287, Bibb County has a physician to patient 

ratio of 1 to 135. Tllis ratio is much lower tl1an the state ratio of 1 to 530. Tlus is primarily due to tl1e fact tl1at 
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the hospitals were designed to serve the Middle Georgia region rather than just d1e county. 

The health care system in the coun ty is primarily privately funded; however, some facilities are augmented with 

public funds. The Medical Center of Central Georgia is the only publicly funded hospital in the county. The 

hospital is bound to provide medical treatment to all citizens of Bibb County regardless of d1eit: ability to pay. 

The hospital's Indigent Care is funded by the Bibb County government. The Indigent Care funding from FY 

2002 to FY 2004 remained stable. The Bibb Cow1ty H ealth Department is another agency charged with the 

heald1 and welfare of the community. The H ealth D epartment's budget has also remained stable during dus 

same period. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT FACILITES 

O n method of assessing government tacilities is to consider the type of services provided and how far do citi

zens have to travel in order to receive these services. Many local governments have begun to implement what is 

commonly known as one-stop shopping. The City of Macon and Bibb County does not have a complete one

stop shopping system in place. 

Steps have been put in place to p ut government se1vices on the path of one-stop shopping. For example, the 

Macon City Hall Annex, also known as the Southern Trust Building, houses many of the needed city services. 

Tllis building contains more city departments d1an any od1er local government building. D epartments range 

from d1e Macon Police D epartment to Plamung & Zarling. Planning & Zoning and the Inspections & Fees de

partment serve both the city and unincorporated county residents. All other city and cow1ty government depart

ments and oHices are located in the within a mile of each od1er in the downtown core. 
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EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS 

The ~Jnalysis of public and private k-12 grade educ11tion revealed some interesting findin.gs. Curren tly, only 10% of 

Bibb County sch ools are over tl1eir cap11city. By 2030 tlus figure is expected to increase 46% if schools remain at tl1eir 

current capacity levels. Private schools did not Eue as well in terms of current and future capacity levels. The analysis 

revealed that 57% of all private schools in Bibb County were currently over capacity. This figure increases to 69% in 

2030 if the schools remain at curren t capacity levels. E ach school system should look ll.1to increasll.1g capacity to meet 

future needs. 

Table 5-18 
Bibb Coun!Y_ Public/ Private School Sr stems CaEaci!Y_ Anal:ysis 2030 

Bibb County Public Schools Private Schools 
Elementary Enrollment 2004/ E lementary Enrollment 2004/ School Enro llment 2004/ 
Schools C urrent Capadty Schools Current Capacity Curre nt C apacity 

2004 Cap 2030"" 2004 Cap 2030"" 2004 C ap 2030"" 

Alexander II 461 358 480 Springdale 824 746 859 Bethany Acad . 16 50 l7 

Barden 508 514 529 Taylox 560 564 584 Central 650 775 677 
Fellowship 

Bernd 537 462 560 Union 508 858 529 Covenan t 169 175 176 
Academy 

Brookdale 522 620 544 V.ineviUe 427 n / a n /a l" Presbyterian 940 960 980 
Academy 

Bruce 283 716 295 Weir 309 688 322 G ileadAcad. 21 7 475 226 

Hunt/ 536 688 n / a \Villiams 448 678 467 MGA Christian 170 15 88 
Burdell A cad. 
Burghard 518 560 540 Middle Montessori of 84 55 88 

Schools Macon 
Burke 511 728 533 Appling 566 775 590 Mt. D eSales 601 500 626 

Carter 623 800 649 McEvoy 755 1225 843 Progressive 471 400 491 
Christian 
Academy 

Danforth 237 628 247 Miller 809 1275 843 St. Andrew 82 45 85 
Mon tessori 

H amilton 360 608 375 Rutland 965 n /a n /a St. Joseph 322 300 336 
Catl1olic School 

Ha>1:ley 383 688 399 \Veaver 1048 n / a 1092 St. Peter Claver 248 300 258 

Heritage 941 High Strafford 949 n / a 989 
Schools Academy 

H eard 483 536 503 Central 1207 1258 2100 Tattnall Sq. 816 850 850 
Acaden1y 

Ingram / 41 5 822 433 N orilieast 854 1375 1375 Windsor 280 426 292 
Pye Academy 
Jones 463 n/a n / a Renaissance 113 n /a n /a Woodfield 40 13 42 

Academy 
Lane 468 536 488 Soutl1west 1082 1225 1500 

Morgan 465 608 485 Westside 1599 

Porter 443 444 462 

Rice 497 546 518 

Riley 429 514 447 

Sb.-yview 660 n/a n / a 

Somce: Bib b Cotmty P ublic Schools, Macon-Bibb P&Z, and the Various P rivate Institutions Listed 
"" Indicates 2030 LRTP Enrollment P rojection 



RECREATION FACILITEIS 

The following analysis is taken from the Macon-Bibb County Parks and Recreation Master Plan. This plan was 

adopted by bod1 the City of Macon and Bibb County. 

Community Parks Analysis 
Based on analysis of the existing parks and open space system, the following information characterizes the existing com
munity parks in Macon-Bibb Cmmty: 

• Central City P ark is the "crown jewel" of the community parks in Macon-Bibb County. 
• Existing community centers are in urbanized areas, located along major roads, and setve a large number of residents 

within existing neighborhoods. 

• Many existing community parks have maintained an appropriate balance between development and preservation of 
open space and natural resources. 

• Numerous, year-round recreation programs are cunendy offered at the existing community parks and receive high lev
els of participation. 

• :Most of d1e community centers are in need o f renovation and modernization, namely Bloomfield, Unionville and Me
morial. 

• New development in unincorporated areas of the cow1t:y is out-pacing the development of new community park sites. 

Needs Analysis 

B ased on numerous techniques used to identify recrea tion need s for d1e future Macon-Bibb County parks and 

open space system, several need s relating to community park facilities and program s w ere identified. The tal

lowing is a summary of the top priority needs regarding community parks: 

1. Additional facilities at existing cotntmmity parks: Comparison o f existing County facilities to adopted recreation facility stan
dards show d1at d1e Cow1ty is cunendy deficient in all recreation facilities except for pools and water activities. The 
highest deficiencies are for trails and greenways, and active comt/ field facilities for baseball, football, basketball and 
tennis. Based on population projections and the existing recreation facility inventmy, the County will be deficient in all 
recreation facilities, including pools by 2015 if no new facilities are developed. In addition to applying guidelines, 
meetings with recreation user groups identified d1e need for additional tennis facilities, aquatic facilities and more prac
tice fields. A majority of these current and future needs could be met by developing, improving and expanding exist
ing community parks. 

2. Additional yotlth programs: A 1998 recreation user sm vey of county residents revealed dut one of d1e top priorities in
cluded additional youth sp01t programs, specifically baseball, basketball, swimming, softball and football. Recreation 
user groups also named youth programs as a top priority. Furthermore, community meetings held from Febmaty 24th 
1998 - March 19d1 1998, indicated d1at d1e highest priority need wid1in d1e county was additional / improved after 
school programs, educational programs and youd1 sports programs. Many of d1e needs for additional youth program s 
could be met at community park facilities. 

3. Nell/parks: Based on a 3-mile service area analysis, some residents in d1e West, Soud1west, South Bibb and pmtions of 
East Bibb are not adequately served by community parks. Based on population distribution duoughout d1e County, 
77% of all residents live outside of fue 3-mile service area radius of existing community parks, indicating a need for 
additional parkland. 
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Neighborhood Parks Analysis 
Based on the analysis of the existing parks and open space system, the following information characterizes 

neighbmhood parks in Macon-Bibb County. 

• Many older, existing neighborhoods have access to a neighborhood park. 

• Recendy renovated neighborhood parks such as Kings Park have seen a resurgence of activity due to improved quality 
and safety of d1e facilities. 

• The majority of neighbod1ood parks have maintained an appropriate balance between development of recreation facili
ties and preservation of open space. 

• Some existing neighbod1ood parks are undemtilized due to safety concerns. Parks such as Village Green are difficult 
to police due to limited accessibility into d1e park. 

• New development in unincmporated areas of d1e County generally does not include d1e constmction of neighborhood 
parks or play areas. 

• Elementaq school recreation facilities, such as playgrounds and ballfields, are not currendy accessible to the general 
public. 

Needs Analysis 
Based on numerous tecluuques used to identify recreation n eeds for the future Macon-Bibb County parks and 

open space system, several needs relating to neighborhood park facilities and programs were identified. The fol

lowing is a summary of the top priority needs regarding neighborhood p arks: 

1. Additional facilities at existing neighborhood parks: Community meetings held from Febmruy 24th 1998 - March 19th 1998, 
identified d1e need for picnic areas ru1d playgrounds. Comparison of existing County facilities to adopted standards 
show d1at d1e Cow1ty is deficient by 6 playgrow1ds, with the deficiency growing to 8 play areas by 2015. These facility 
needs could be met by improving or expru1di.ng existing neighborhood parks. 

2. l\le1v Parks: Based on d1e 1/ 2-mile se1vice area analysis, most residents in the unincorporated portions of the County 
are not served by neighborhood parks, indicating a need for additional park land. 

Special Use Facilities Analysis 
Based on the analysis of the existing parks and open space system, the following information characterizes spe
cial use facilities in Macon-Bibb County. 

• Existing special use facilities are generally well maintained, well-attended facilities. 

• The JDS Tennis Center is a tournament quality facility and Bowden Goll· Course is a high quality public golf 

facility. 

• The senior center needs to be renovated and modernized. 

• The Cent.replex is a tremendous asset that tills the need of a majo1· indoor venue for competitive sports
1 

as 

well as cultural events and conventions. 

• There is a drainage problem at the Softball Complex that must be addressed. 
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• Sanctuary Skate Park is an asset; however it is currently housed within structures that are typically used for 

the fair causing a potential cont1ict. 

• The R.V. F acilities could u se some additional renovation. 

N eeds Analysis 
Based on numerous techniques used to identify recreation n eed s for tl1e future Macon~Bibb County parks and 

open space system, several n eeds relating to special u se facilities and programs were identified. The following is 

a summary of tl1e top priority needs regarding special use facilities : 

1. Additional/ tteil' facilities: Comparison of existing County facilities to adopted standards, the 1998 u ser sntvey, community 
meetings, a special interest sruvey and a vision workshop all confirm that active recreation facilities are a high priority 
need in Macon-Bibb County. N ew facilities such as a sports stadium, a skate rink and an additional golf course were 
noted as needs, but were uot high priorities. 

Urban Open Spaces Analysis 
Based on the analysis o f the existing parks and open space system, the following information characterizes urban 
open spaces in Macon~ Bibb County. 

• Nlany medians downtown need renovation/ upgrading. Some plantings are overgrown, old and woody (areas of Mul
beny Street), while some areas need additional landscaping (Poplar Street). 

• Washington Park is a. magnificent example of high quality urban open space. 

• Urban open spaces generally require a high level of maintenance due to their visibility. 

Needs Analysis 
Based on numerous techniques used to identify recreation n eed s for tl1e future Macon -Bibb County parks and 

open space system, several needs relating to urban open spaces were identified . The following is a discussion of 

the top priority needs regarding urban open spaces: 

1. Preservation and maintenance if urban open spaces: Based on analysis o f some individual urban open spaces, it was identified 
that the existing system of urban open spaces needs upgrading, pmning and "clea.Iu.ng out." In addition, there is a. 
need to create urban design guidelines to help establish a framework for future improvements - creating a cohesive, 
unified "look" to downtown Macon. 

2. Construction if ne1v urban open spaces/ gate1vqys: TI1e City of Macon currently lacks identifiers - or gateways - along tl1e pe
rimeter of tl1e urban center. 

Sidewalks, Bikeways, Trails, and Greenways Analysis 
Based on the analysis of the existing parks and open space system, tl1e following information characterizes side
walks, bikeways, trails and greenways in Macon -Bibb County: 

• An interconnected system of sidewalks is present witll.i.n tl1e downtown area. 

• Many sidewalks along major (wide) roadways witlun downtown are not shaded - some sidewalks are in disrepair 

• Many new developments do not have sidewalks present witl:lln the residential neighborhoods 

M.B !lam•-&ii ~tn· PitJKKr,fa & to.f,;A {fu""'ln/Qf . 5-55 . SHARED VISIONS 
P~ if If ¥ Planning Smart Choices 



• TI1ere are no bike lanes or bike paths within Macon/ Bibb County 

• Many major roadways within portions of the County do not include sufficient pedestrian / bike facilities - pedestrian 

connections between residential areas and commercial/ office areas are often not present 

Needs Analysis 
Based on numerous techniques used to identify recreation n eeds for the future Macon -Bibb County parks and 

open space system, several n eed s relating to sidewalks, bikeways, trails and greenways were identit!ed. The fol

lowing is a discussion of the top priority needs regarding these facilities: 

1. Pedestrian / birydejacilities: Comparison of existing County facilities to adopted standards, the 1998 user sm vey, commu
nity meetings, a special interest survey and a vision workshop all confirm that trails, bikeways and sidewalks are a top 
priority for residents. 

Natural Lands and Waterways Analysis 
Based on the analysis of the existing parks and open space system , the J:ollowing infonnation characterizes natu

ral lands ru1d waterways in Macon-Bibb County: 

• Macon-Bibb County has done an excellent job of preserving some sensitive natural resomces in the County. 

• Macon-Bibb County provides some public access to its natmallands. 

• Numerous natural resomce sites are sited for acquisition by Macon-Bibb Cow1ty. 

• In areas of development, there is evidence of clear-cutting with a lack of erosion control measures. 

• Outside of Macon/ Bibb County's efforts, vet-y little prese1vation of natural land is required by current land develop
ment regulations. 

N eeds Analysis 

B ased on numerous techniques used to identify recreation needs for the future Jvlacon-Bibb County parks ru1d 

open space system, several needs relating to natural lands were identified. The following is a summaq of the top 

pt~ority needs regarding these facilities: 

1. Additional Facilities: Based on input received during the user survey and public meetings, there is a need to develop and 
manage public access to natural lands and wate1ways. 

2. Access / pr't!servation of other natura/lands: Based on input received during the user survey and public meetings, there is a 
need to prese1ve Bibb County's character for future generations, and mitigate the impact of new development in the 
Coun ty by placing additional natural lands in public ownership. 



THE PUBLIC LIBRARY SYSTEM 

Space Standards 

The Genrgia Public Lbra1y Se1vices adopted a policy that is known as the State Space Standards for Public Li

brary Buildings. TI1e policy states d1at: 

"For a public library system to be eligible for State capital outlay fund s for public library construction, the proposed building must meet 
minimum state space stan dards based on O ffice of Planning and Budget population projection s for tl1e service area. In recognizing tl1at 

communities in tl1e State of Georgia are developing library services at different rates, ilie G eorgia Board of Education sup-
ports ilie following graduate scales of public library space standards." 

Table 5-19 
State Space Standards for Public Library Buildings 

Se1vice Area Population 

0- 24,999 

25,000 - 49,999 

50,000 - 149,999 

150,000 - 299,999 

300,000 - 499,999 

500,000+ 

Source: Macon-Bibb County Public Libraty, 2003 

Minimum Recommended Spaces for G emgia Lbraries 

.7 sqft Per Cap 

17,5000 sqft or .6 sqft Per Cap which ever is greater 

30,000 sqft or .5 sqft Per Cap which ever is greater 

75,000 sqft or .4 sqft Per Cap which ever is greater 

120,000 sqft or .35 sqft P er Cap which ever is greater 

175,000 sqft or .3 sqft Per Cap which ever is greater 

According to these space standards and the U.S. Census estimated 2003 Bibb County population figure of 

154,287, Bibb County must have at a rninimum of 75,000 sqft of space. Bibb County currently exceeds tl1e mini

mum with 86,024 sqft. H owever, the median standards are not quite met. These standards should still apply for 

Bibb County for the next 10 years. 111is is due to d1e fact that Bibb County's population is not expected to reach 

d1e 300,000 population tlueshold that would require more space. 

Table 5-20 
Median Georgia Public Library Standards 

Service Area Population Median Recommended Space for G eorgia Public Lbraries 

0- 24,999 .9 sqft Per Cap 

25,000- 49,999 22,500 sqft or .8 sqft Per Cap which ever is greater 

50,000- 149,999 40,000 sqft or .7 sqft Per Cap which ever is greater 

150,000 - 299,999 105,000 sqft or .6 sqft Per Cap which ever is greater 

300,000-499,999 180,000 sqft: or .5 sqft Per Cap which ever is greater 

500,000+ 250,000 sqft: or .4 sqft Per Cap which ever is greater 

Source: lVfacon-Bibb Coun ty Public Library, 2003 

Lbraty Se1vice Area and Usage 

F or many people in Bibb County, library patronage is still one of d1e primary ways of conducting research and 
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spending quality time witi1 children. This section will analyze the libraty service area in relation to ti1e spatial dis

tribution of libraty patrons according to active libraty cards by zip code. This analysis should offer ideas on 

where new facilities may be needed in ti1e future. 

The Macon-Bibb County Lbraty branch facilities operate an optimal tiu:ee-mile service area. Figure 5-14 illus

trates this information. While d1e majority of card holders are setved within the setvice area system, some defi

ciencies become evident. One example is zip code 31216 in the fast growing area known as Sub-Souti1. This zip 

code has a substantial number of active card holders; however, it is well out of the setvice area of the closet 

branch which is Rocky Creek. TI1e placement of a new branch should be considered in tius area along witi1. some 

western areas of ti1e county. 

Area 

Northwest Bibb County 

Near North Macon 

Soud1Macon 

Nmth Bibb County 

Soud1east Bibb County 

Southwest Bibb County 

In-Town Macon 

Lzella 

Source: Macon-Bibb County Public Library, 2003 

Table 5-21 
Active Library Cards by Zip Code 

Zip Code Total 

31210 6,198 

31204 5,040 

31206 4,129 

31211 2,727 

31217 2,422 

31216 2169 

31201 1,740 

31052 1,410 



Library Usage According To Zip Code 

Legend 
Library 
'Name 

Figure 5-14 

0 RJV(trsl<fe Drive Bram;h 

• Rocky Cr eek Branch 

• Shurlmg Drive Branch 

• Washington Meroonal 

• West Bibb Branch 

Bibb Roads 

- ---, Chy Of Macon 
--~ 

- Water 

Zip Code 
Active Library Cards 

D 1410 - 1740 

0 174 1·2422 

0 2423-2727 

- 2728 - 5040 

- 5041 -6128 

~Miles 
0 1 2 4 6 



STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 

As previously mentioned, neither the Bibb County nor the City of Macon has a complete inventoty of their 

stormwater facilities . The need for a complete inventory of stormwater facilities has recently come to tl1e fore

front for botl1. tl1.e city and county governments. The City of Macon and Bibb County have entered into con

tracts with private turns to inventory all the stormwater facilities in the city and unincorporated areas of the 

county. 
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Table 5-22 

Community Facilities Contact Information 
Facility Street# Street Name City Phone First Name Last Name Title Type 

Central State Pnson 

Shemfs' Depanment Substation 

Macon Coty Hall 

Macon Poloce Department 

Macon Police Preconct 2 

Macon Police Preconct 4 

Macon Police Preconcl 3 

Macon Poloce Preconct 1 

Macon-Bibb County Fire Department 

Macon-Bibb Station 8 

Macon-Bobb Station 3 

Macon-Bobb Statoon 2 

Macon-Bibb Stabon 5 

Macon-Bibb Station 6 

Macon-Bobb Station 7 

Macon-Bibb Station 9 

Macon-Bibb Statoon 11 

Macon-Bobb Statoan 12 

Macon-Bibb Statoon101 

Macon-Bobb Station 102 

Macon-Bibb Station 'I 03 

Macon-Bobb Statoon 104 

Macon-Bobb Statoon 1 05 

Macon-Bibb Station 106 

Macon-Bibb Station 107 

Macon-Bibb Station 1 08 

Macon-Bobb Stabon 1 

Bibb County Jail 

Shemfs' Office 

Payne Coty Hall 

Federal Buoldong & U.S. Courthouse 

Bibb County Courthouse 

Wesleyan College 

Central Georgia T echnocal College 

Macon State Col lege 

MBI'cer University 

Northeast High School 

Southwest Hogh School 

Westside High School 

Central Hogh School 

4600 

8097 

700 

700 

2654 

3661 

400 

1765 

800 

3611 

4065 

491 

2285 

525 

1111 

2303 

3020 

5565 

2303 

0 

5077 

5898 

8456 

7099 

3410 

7100 

195 

668 

668 

112 

475 

601 

4760 

3300 

100 

1400 

1846 

1730 

2851 

2155 

Joseph Neal Academy (Alternative Schoo: 2840 

Rutland Hogh School 

Car-center 

Stratford AcadBI'ny 

First Presbyterian Day School 

Seonl Andrews Montessori 

6250 

201 1 

6010 

5671 

501 

Fullen Moll Road Macon 

Lower Thomoston Rc Macon 

Poplar Street Macon 

Poplar Street Macon 

Houston Avenue Macon 

Eisenhowef Parkway Macon 

?'10 Nono A\lefllle Macon 

Shurling Dnve Macon 

Oglethorpe Street Macon 

Mercer University Dri Macon 

Forsyth Road Macon 

Monroe Street Macon 

Second Street Macon 

Pio Nono Avenue Macon 

471-2906 

935-8479 

751 -7258 

751-7575 

751 -9171 

75'1-9191 

751-9276 

751-9116 

751-9214 

751-9208 

751-9203 

751-9202 

751-9205 

751-9206 

Rocky Creek Road Macon 751-9207 

Shurlong Dnve Macon 751-9209 

Roverside Dnve Macon 477-5234 

Bloomfield Road Macon 751 -9212 

weaver Road Macon 742-4653 

Moddle Georgia RegK Macon 

Northsode Drove Macon 

MI. Pleasant Church Macon 

Eisenhower Pkwy Liz Macon 

Price Road Macon 

Jones Road Macon 

Peake Road Macon 

Coliseum Street Macon 

Oglettoorpe Streal Macon 

Oglethorpe Streel Macon 

788-3795 

47Hl182 

785-8707 

935-2920 

474-5931 

784-8780 

474-1863 

751-9201 

621 -5687 

621-5687 

Green Street 

Mulberry Street 

Payne City 7 43-4904 

Macon 752-3503 

Mulberry Street Macon 7 49-6400 

Forsyth Road Macon 757-52t2 

Macon Tech Dnve Macon 7 57-3400 

College Station Drove Macon 

Coleman Avenue Macon 

Upper Rover Road Macon 

Cent91'buty Road Macon 

Heath Road Macon 

Napoer Avenue Macon 

Hollis Rood 

SkipPer Rood 

RiverSide Drove 

Peake Road 

Calvin Dnve 

Bess Road 

Macon 

Macon 

Macon 

Macon 

Macon 

Macon 

471-2700 

752-2700 

751-£787 

784-5466 

751-5520 

751-£770 

784-3121 

784-3120 

621-2535 

477~073 

477-£505 

474-4451 

Steve 

Willie 

Jack 

Mike 

Robert 

Jimmy 

Challes 

Chuck 

Jimmy 

Joe 

Don 

Don 

Don 

Joe 

Joe 

Don 

Don 

Joe 

Don 

Joe 

Don 

Joe 

Joe 

Joe 

Joe 
Joe 
Don 

Jerry 

Jerry 

Lynn 

Melvin 

Bart>ara 

Rutn 

Melton 

David 

William 

Ella 

Gaol 

Patricia 

Pamela 

Jessie 

Kathy 

Ty 

Dave 

Gregg 

Karen 

Benton 

Warters 

Ellis 

Bums 

Fuller 

Rogers 

Stone 

Reynolds 

Hartley 

Clemmons 

Braswell 

Braswell 

Braswell 

Clemmons 

Clemmons 

Braswell 

Braswell 

Clemmons 

Braswell 

Clemmons 

Braswell 

Clemmons 

Clemmons 

Clemmons 

Clemmons 

Clemmons 

Braswell 

Modena 

Modena 

Holmes 

Ke.th 

Wood 

Knox 

Palmer 

Bell 

Underwood 

Carter 

Fowler 

Coxsey 

Wacter 

Mays 

Reese 

Ford 

Wahl 

Thompson 

Mangham 

Warden 

lieutenant 

Mayor 

Chief 

Captaon 

Captain 

Captain 

Captain 

Fire Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

Dostrict Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

District Chief 

Sherrtf 

Shenif 

State Prison 

Sherrifs' Office 

City Hall 

Police Statia> 

Poloce Station 

Police Stat1011 

Police Sta\>on 

Police Station 

Fire Station 

Fire Station 

Fire Station 

Fire Stabon 

Fire Station 

Rrestatoon 

Fire Station 

Fire Station 

RreStatoon 

Rre Station 

Forestatoan 

Fire Station 

Fire Station 

Fire Station 

Fire Statoon 

Fire Station 

Fire Station 

Fire Station 

Fire Station 

County Jail 

Sheriffs' Office 

City Cle<lc: City Hall 

BUildings Manager Courthouse 

Cornmis Secretary Courthouse 

President Pnvate Four-Year College 

President Public Vocational Tech School 

President 

President 

Principal 

Principal 

Principal 

Principal 

PmcipaJ 

Princopal 

Pnncipal 

Headmaster 

Headmaster 

Director 

Public College 

Pnvale Four-Year College 

High School, Public 

Hogh School, PubliC 

High School, Pubhc 

High School, Publoc 

High School, Pubfoc 

High School, Public 

High Schooi,Publoc Voc 

Private School 

Private School 

Private School 
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Tatnall SqlJil(e Academy 

HephZibah Academy 

Covenant Academy 

Montessori of Macon 

Bethany Jun1or Academy 

Mount De Sales Academy 

Samt Joseph Catholic School 

Progresswe Chnstian Academy 

Saint PEller Ctaver 

Ernest Saloom Academy 

Gilead Christian Academy 

W 1ndsor Academy 

Gospel Tabernacle 

M A Evans Grade School 

760 

6601 

4652 

436 

2742 

651 

905 

151 

131 

1441 

1931 

4150 

4451 

345 

Central Feltov.ship Christian Academy 6460 

W ash•nglon Memorial Ubl3y 

Riverside Brmch Ubrary 

Rocky Creek Branch Library 

West B•bb Branch 

Shurhng Branch 

Middle Georgia Hospital 

Macon Northside Hospital 

Coliseum Medical Center 
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Chapter 6 
Transportation 

Introduction 

The Macon Area Transpmtation Study (MATS) is responsible for conducting the metropolitan 

transpmtation plamung process for the study area. NIA TS is comprised of local elected officials and rep

resentatives from significant transportation providers and stakel1olders, such as the Gemgia Department of 

Transportation, Macon-Bibb County Transit Authority, the Macon-Bibb County Water Authority and in

terested citizens. Staff from the Macon-Bibb County Planning and Zoning Commission provides the on

going support needed to execute and coordinate transportation planning in the Macon area. The study 

area covered by MATS is shown in Figure 6-2. It includes the City of Macon, Payne City, Bibb County and 

the southern po1tion of Jones County. 

The MATS Planning Process 

MATS was established on Febn.1ary 21, 1964, in response to the Federal Aid H ighway Act of 1962. 

As a result of this act, all urban areas with populations exceeding 50,000 people were required to maintain a 

"continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive" transportation planning process. The City of Macon, 

Payne City, Bibb County and the Georgia State Highway Department (now the Georgia Department of 

Transportation), and d1e Macon-Bibb County Planning and Zoning D epartment entered into an agreement 

to establish d1e Macon Area Transpmtation Study in response to d1e legislation. Over the years, the study 

area has expanded to include d1e soud1ern portion of Jones County as a result of the region's growd1 and 

the Middle Georgia Regional D evelopment Center (RDC) as an active participant in d1e planning process. 

While the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Long Range Transpmtation Plan 

(LRTP) are d1e best known documents derived from d1e transportation planning process, d1e process in

cludes many od1er activities. Intermittendy, transportation studies are done by local governments or 

transportation providers like Bibb County, d1e City of Macon, Macon-Bibb Cmmty Transit Audwrity and 

d1e Georgia Department of Transportation. Results from these studies become part of the process. 

Anod1er major planning initiative, d1e regional land use plan prepared by d1e Middle Gemgia RDC, is co

ordinated wid1 d1e metropolitan MATS planning process 



Participation from the general public, major stakeholders and elected officials in the tran.sportation 

planning process is a vexy important element. This is reflected in the committee structure. From d1e in

ception, MATS has always had a Citizens Advismy Committee (CAC), Teclmical Coordinating Committee 

(TCC) and a Policy Committee (PC) . The CAC is used to gauge community values and public attitudes in 

d1e phnning process. The TCC brings its technical knowledge to bear in the plarming process while the 

PC is the decision making body d1at adopts long range transportation plans and transportation improve

ment programs, as well as policies that help guide their development. 

MATS and Federal Transportation Objectives 

In 1998, Congress enacted a new law govenung the disbursemen t of federal funds to local trans

portation projects. It is called TEA-21, for the Transportation Equity Act of the 21st Centuty. This act 

stipulates that seven factors must be included in d1e decision making process leading to development of a 

transportation plan. O verall, the factors must guide development of the long range plan that specifies a 

framework for d1e future transportation system, and must also be used in decisions about the implementa

tion of individual projects that will move fmward in d1e plan. The factors are: 

+ Support the Economic Vitality of d1e Metropolitan fuea 

+ Increase Safety and Security 

+ Increase Accessibility and Mobility Options for P eople and Freight 

+ Protect the Envirollillent, Conserve Energy, and Improve Quality of Life 

+ E11ha.nce Integration and Connectivity of the Transportation System 

+ Promote Efficiency 

+ Emphasize P reservation of the Existing Transportation System 

A new Federal Transportation Act is now under consideration by Congress and is expected to be 

adopted in 2005. A major consideration in tlus Act is safety planning. In addition to the seven planning 

factors, dus document also undertakes dus i.tutiative u1 tl1e development of tlus Plan 



Summary 

The following sections in this chapter of the document will provide a discussion of: 

+ Goals and objectives of the Comprehensive and Transportation planning process; 

+ Transportation Data- Socia- economic information used in the development of the plan; 

+ Streets and Highways; 

+ Parking in the Downtown; 

+ Public Transportation; 

+ Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities; 

+ Aviation and Rail- Freight and Goods Movement; 

+ Costs and Revenues; and 

+ Plan considerations in reference to Title VI, environmental justice, ADA, planning factors, and safety. 

In addition to tl1e items above, a conformity analysis is provided in a separate document. This report will 

demonstrate that the LRTP 2030 for the Macon Area Transportation Study conforms to tl1e requirements 

of the 8-hour ozone and fine particulate matter PM 2.5 standards and the Clean Air Act .. 



Goals and Objectives 

TI-lls section documents the goals and objectives established to guide the land use and transportation 

planning process for the Macon Area Transportation Study (MATS) planning area. Using past goals 

and objectives, matched with the wealth of data gleamed from our recently completed Visual Preference 

Survry, we have been able to meld the collective ideas of over 1,250 citizens. TI1e Visual Preference 

Smvey has led to the development of comprehensive planning initiatives tl1at are outlined in the Plan 

Recommendation section of this document. 

TI1e visimung process involved massive partnerslups tltroughout the City and County which set into 

motion an extraordinary public involvement campaign. To assist in guiding tlus effort, a Blue Ribbon 

Steering Committee was appointed. TI1e group was requested to oversee tl1e development of the Vis

Nal Priference S!frvry, assist in establishing a network of people to help distribute and promote it, inter

pret the tabulated results and formulate recommendations. Due to the nature of this project, it was 

cmcial to appoint individuals who possess a genuine commitment to our commmuty, a tlwrough 

knowledge of middle Georgia, and tl1e time and talent needed to make tl1e project a success. 

In mid-2003, the results of this massive public involvement activity were unveiled in a highly publi

cized public hearing held at the Douglass Theatre in downtown Macon. The well attended event 

served to brief over one hundred citizens on the survey and sought additional input on tl1e formula

tion of related planning strategies. In June, 2004 over seventy citizens attended another public f01um 

where our 2030 Vision and Action Plan was presented. The document was prepared to provide guid

rulce for l'v'IATS and our Comprehensive Plaruling Process . TI1e event spurred a healtl1y public in

volvement dialogue wluch se1ved to furtlJ.er expand citizen input in establishing 1-llghly focused actions 

plan tlnt were based on tl1e following reat1un1ed goals ru1d objectives. 



Growth & Facility Goal 

Encourage growth in areas that have access to existing and planned 
facilities 

Objectives 
1. Support the use of existing roads, sewers and buildings, and focus future development where public 

infrastmctme is planned. 

2. Promote efficiency in land development by planning future land uses and higher densities where ex

tension of water and sewer would be appropriate. 

3. Encourage residential densities that would make transit setvice financially feasible in accessible loca

tions. 

4. Encourage, through incentives, redevelopment and infill opportunities in existing communities. 

5. Provide opportunities for appropriately planned shopping and employment growth near and in scale 

with existing communities 

Growth & Environment Goal 

Minimize intrusions into wetlands, natural habitats, 
flood plains, prime farmland, cultural and historic areas 

Objectives 

1. Direct mban development away from enviromnentally sensitive areas. 

2. Encomage development to locate outside of the 100-year floodplain. 

3. Promote land uses alor1g th.e Ocrnulgee River G1·ee11\Vay Corridor tl1at enl1an.ce and protect it. 

4. Identify approaches for maintaining viable mral land uses. 

5. Encourage development du t enhances and protects the cultural heritage of the community. 



Commercial/ Industrial Goal 

Foster a strong, diverse and well designed commercial & industrial 
environment which provides for a full range of employment and 
economic choices 

Objectives 

1. Establish appropriate regional growth targets developed with community participation in tl1e plan~ 

mng process. 

2 . Balance J\lfacon and Bibb County's role as a regional employment and service center witl1. environ~ 

mental and historic resources, neighborhood stability and economic vitality. 

3. Focus future locations of major commercial and industrial growtl1. on interstate interchanges and 

major tl1.oroughfares appropriately buffered from existing residential. 

4. Promote revitalization of existing commercial and .industrial s.ites by utilizing existing vacant indus~ 

trial land instead of developing agricultural lands for such use. 

5. Encourage new and revitalized commercial development to include new residential land uses. 

6. Strengtl1.en compatibility between commercial/ industrial activities and neighborhoods tl1.rough ap~ 

propriate scale of design and transition of land use intensities. 

Transportation Connectivity Goal 

Provide a transportation network that enhances interconnections be
tween activity centers and neighborhoods 

Objectives 

1. Provide better utilization of the arterial system and its relationship to tl1.e freeway system. 

2 . Provide transportation improvements that address internal circulation, as well as cross-community 

circulation. 



3. Impt:ove Jones County's transportation access to majot: inter-county roadways. 

4. Encourage intet:connection of the neighbod10od stxeet netwmk with design. chamctet:istics that dis

cout:age use as throughways. 

5. Continuously update Major Thoroughfat:e Plans to reflect transpmtation intet:connection, safety and 

efficiency needs pt:ecipitated by land use changes. 

Mobility Goal 

Enhance the ability to travel within the metropolitan area regardless of 
mode of transportation 

Objectives 

1. Develop a financially feasible, cooniinated tt:anspmtation system that integmtes thoroughfares, transit, 

air, rail, bike and pedestrian. facilities (intermodal connectivity). 

2 . Expand transit setvice to key residential, employment, 1·etail and educational centers throughout the 

community. 

3. Identify transportation and land use measures to make transit a viable alternative to driving. 

4. Establish a network of walkways and bikeways within the urban and non-urban areas. 

5. Provide increased mobility opportunities for oldet: and transit-dependent citizens. 

6. Identify opportmlities to use abandoned rail line rights-of-way fm bike paths and walkways. 

7 . Enhance roadway safety. 



Roadway Character Goal 

Provide a roadway network that enhances the scenic beauty of the 
community 

Objectives 

1. Design street improvements d1.at reflect community character and utilize a hll1.ctional classification sys

tem based on actual use of the road. 

2. Look at h1ture land use and proposed roads to recognize impact on d1.e existing street system classifica-

tton. 

3 . Adopt consistent, neighborhood-friendly, land-use efficient thoroughfare design standards and objec-

tives. 

4. Consider aesd1.etic and noise impact of transportation improvement projects. 

5. Develop an approach for enhancing historic character and scenic beauty of roadway corridors. 

Air Quality Goal 

Reduce vehicular emissions that pollute our air 

Objectives 
1. Encourage higher density residential development near centers of employment, shopping and services. 

2 . Encourage mixed-use developments of residential and employment uses where appropriate. 

3 . P.ron1ote ride sl1aring, vanpooling a11d other commute optior1s to reduce veh..icular trips. 

4. Improve traffic How to reduce congestion. 

5. Inco1porate the use of non-motorized transportation in roadway improvements. 

6. Expand transit se1vice and ridership. 

7. Promote vehicle maintenance in order to reduce emissions. 



Communication and Participation Goal 

Establish, promote and sustain strong public involvement 

Objectives 

1. Provide regular oppmtunities and information fm the community to be infmmed of and participate in 

land use, transpmtation and air emission plannin.g issues. 

2 . Allow flexibility in the planning process that will accept new valid infmmation that may be used tore

vise plans. 

3 . Provide educational oppmtunities for public oHicials and the general public to learn about land use and 

transportation issues and im10vations. 

4 . Increase commmlity participation in governmental Capital Improvements Planning and fully comdi

nate it with transportation and land use planning. 

Downtown Goal 

Enhance the image, economic vitality, 
and sense of community identity of Downtown 
Downtown Macon will become the heart of Bibb County and the region. Growth in 
a traditional downtown pattern will be encouraged, using major development and 
mixed-use buildings - including housing. 

Objectives 
1. Promote opportunities for th e Downtown to function as a major p layer in the region's economic and 

cultural activities. 

2. Improve the appeal of D owntown for shopping, living and cultural activities. 

3 . Encourage residen tial development within the D owntown . 

4 . Encourage local, state, and federal facilities to locate within the D owntown. 

5. Fully in.corporate the Coliseum and East :Niacon commercial area into the D owntown. 



6. Enhance the Ocmulgee River's com"lection to the Downtown. 

7. Create enhanced gateways into the D owntown. 

8. Create pedestrian flow and comfortable people oriented public places with appropriately located safe 

parking. 

9. Enhance the community's natural features and create additional landmarks. 

Neighborhoods Goal 

Promote development of community-oriented neighborhoods 

Neighborhoods will have a defined size, have a center and have access to a range of 
uses. The maximum size of a neighborhood will be defined as a five minute walk 
from the center or a maximum radius of 1,500 feet. 

Objectives 
1. Provide for a variety of housing types and development densities to maxinlize housing choice while 

maintaining compatibility between new development and existing neighborhoods. 

2. Promote walkable/ bikable/ transit-friendly neighborhoods 

3. Incorporate "public gathering spaces", such as parks, into neighborhood development. 



Rural & Suburban Areas Goal 

Promote development at a higher design and planning standard 
A pro-active planning approach will be used to guide future development. New 
street networking plans and urban design concepts will be developed specifically for 
the rural and suburban areas. Additional sewer extensions or street improvements 
will be favored only in rural land and un-built suburban areas where traditional 
neighborhoods with high walkability are encouraged. 

Objectives 

1. D iscourage strip~commercial development by establishing new "Main Street" commercial areas in the 

center of new traditional neighborh oods. The cen tralized commercial hub would be designed to cater: 

to the specific needs of the neighborhood, con sequently, these carefully planned environments would 

serve as gathering places fo r personalized commercial and social interaction. 

2. Promote and locate new office blocks ad jacent to "Main Street" centers. 

3. Promote the redevelopment of older commercial areas into mixed~ use centers. 

4. Allow limited out~parcels . 

5. C1·eate tl e"\V 11eigl1borb.oods witb. a rar1ge of reside11tia.l building types, with. persot1alized cotnmerce ar1d 

higher densities located in the center of the neighborhood, decreasing towards the periphety with 

large lots located on the periphery. 

6. Surround new neighborhoods witl1lower density land uses. 

7. Infill empty lots as a first priority. 

8. E stablish a higher standard for pedestrian realms, parks/ open space, par·king options, signage, mobility 

choices. 



Transportation Data 

The socioeconomic data and projections of future socioeconomic data contained in the Popula

tion Section is used for the basis of Comprehen sive Growth Management Plamung .. This dam is 

vital in. planning for economic development, housing, natural and cultur·al resources, commu

nity facilities and services, and land use. Population, households and employment are the key 

variables and the driving forces in dete.rmining futu.re needs of the commurilty. It is impormnt to 

have the best base data available and to analyze tlils d ata to determine what are tl1e current and 

future trends in tl1.e community. It is tl1.e pmpose of tlus section to demonstrate tl1e current 

status of tl1e commmuty and to illustrate what the current and future trends in the community. 

The linkage between land use and transportation phuuung activities is provided through estimates 

o f the existing socioeconomic data and projections of future socioecononuc d ata. These esti

mates of existing and future socio-economic d ata, such as population, households and employ

ment, provide linkage between tl1.e land use and transportation plamung activities. Estimates o f 

population, housel1.olds and several categories of employment are key variables used in estimating 

cu.rrent travel demand and projecting future levels o f travel d emand. Levels of current and fu

ture travel demand are computed by tl1e Macon Area Transportation Study MATS's travel model 

which combines socioeconomic data forecasts, mathematical travel behavior data and transporta

tion system netwmks. The MAT S's travel demand model is the primary tool used to identify po

tential projects tl1at will add ress futu.re transpo.rtation system d eficiencies. It is also valuable in 

identifying tl1.ose areas projected to have d eficient levels-of-service, but where no impmvement 

projects or strategies have been developed sufficiendy for inclusion into tl1e plan. D esc.riptions of 

model data and travel.relationslups that comp.rise tl1.e travel forecasting model will be in the full 

set of Long Range Transportation Plan d ocumentation. 



Land Use Projections 

Future year projections of socioeconomic data were based on a 2002 inventory of existing land 

uses including vacant land, as well as region wide forecasts of population, households and employ

ment. Along with ai1 allocation model that was developed for the MATS as part of the land use 

plan, future year 2030 estimates of socio-economic data were projected for small areas called traffic 

analysis zones. There were 403 traffic analysis zones in the MATS region for this plan update. A 

more thorough explan ation of the procedure and information used to forecast socioeconomic data 

to a horizon year of 2030 is contained in two companion documents. These are titled, D evelopment 

Trends and Land D emand Ana!Jsis and Gron,th Allocations By T ra.ffic Ana!Jsis Z one. The 2030 MATS 

Land Use Plan map is displayed in ** Chapter 4 on Map 4-6. A total of tllliteen different land use 

categories are depicted on the maps with tl1e entire Macon area shown on tl1e land use map 

Bibb County is now a non-attairunent area for ground level ozone and for fine particulate matter 

PM 2.5. This m eans that the 2030 Long Range Transportation Plail for the Macon Area Transpor

tation Sh1dy must meet the transportation conformity requirement of the Clean Air Act. As part 

of dte conformity requirements, an interagency consultation committee was created with members 

from US EPA, FHWA, FTA, GA DOT, GA EPD, GRTA, MATS, and WRATS. The method-

ologies and procedures used to an:ive at tl1e 2030 estimates are to be reviewed by this interagency 

committee. 

The same basic methodology is being used for tl1e 2030 projections that was used in the previous 

update for 2025. In January 2004, the interagency consultation committee reviewed dus method

ology, the base data, and the projected data that was used for 2025 Long Range Transportation 

Plan. The basic methodology was approved to be used as tl1e basic methodology for 2030 pro jec-

tions. 

Population and household data for both the base year· 2002 and the projected year 2030 are lower 

than the1998 base data and the 2025 projected data in the la st update. l11e 1990 Census has the 

vacancy rate too high. Local data proved that the 1990 Census vacancy rate was in en:or. A statis

tical adjustment was proposed but was never approved by Congress. l11e 2000 Census was to 

make corrections so tl1at the vacancy rate would be corrected. Based on local information, it 



would appear that the 2000 Census contains the same basic error d1at was in the 1990 Census. 

N ow that we have t'.vo incorrect Census counts in a row for 1990 and 2000, d1.e base estimates and 

the projections for population and households are ve1y low. The trend that d1e City of Macon is 

losing population and households is being overstated because of d1e vacancy rate error in the 1990 

and 2000 Census. In other wo.rds, the 2002 and 2030 population and household base estimates and 

2030 projections are very conservative. 

During the 2025 update, a city growth scenario was modeled, and it proved to have litde impact on 

the need for transportation improvements. The 2030 update of population and household growth 

is lower than in d1e 2025 update so that there is no need to mn a city growd1. scenario. 

Employment data has increased over the last update. Employment grew at a higher rate b etween 

1998 and 2002 d1.an was expected . It appears d1at Bibb County is still a viable growing employ

ment center, especially along the I-75/Riverside/ Arkwright/ Bass area. While d1.e suburbanization 

of residential developm ent continues to move from Bibb County to d1.e surrounding counties, Bibb 

County remains d1.e employment center for the region. 

Existing 2002 and future year 2030 socio-economic data estimates are summarized in terms of 

population, housel1.0lds and total employment in this report. The purpose of this section is to 

show d1e relative runow1t of residential ru1d commercial growd1. d1.at is anticipated for the Macon 

metropolitan area dm:ing the next 25 years. Moreover, it points out generally where that growth is 

anticipated to occur. 

The travel demand model, however, uses more demographic variables than just those three. As a 

practical matter, different types of households generate vatying numbers of trips per day (i.e . high 

income, four person ho useholds make mru1.y more trips per day than low income, single person 

households - on average) . Similarly, different employment categories attract varying numbers of 

trips per day (i.e. retail establishments generate mru1.y more trips per day thru1. do manufacturing 

facilities -on average) . Due to these properties that characterize different land uses, d1e MATS 

travel model is sensitive to the following demographic variables: 

Variables used to project travel in d1.e model are: 

• Number o f H ouseholds by Size and • Autos Available; 



• Service Employment; 

• Population; • lndustrial/ Mrumfacturing Employment; 

• School Enrolhnent; • Wholesale Employrnent; 

• Retail Employment; 

Areawide Projections 

TI1e 2030 update has minimal residential growth forecasted for the area. TI1e 2002 base household 

data is less than the 1998 base. TI1e 2030 projections are less than the 2025 projections. The resi

dential growth rate for Jones County remains high with a 40% increase between 2002 and 2030. 

Bibb County will continue to have a steady residential growth in the outlying areas between 4% to 

15% increase. The City of Macon has little or no growth projected. When comparing tl1e 2030 

data to 2025 data, the increase in residential growth was severely reduced in Bibb County in the 

outlying areas. In addition, botl1 the 2025 and 2030 updates show little residential growtl1 in the 

City of Macon. 

TI1e 2030 update shows an increase in employment over the 2025 update both in tl1e base year 

2002 and in d1e projected year 2030. TI1e 2030 update shows a growth of 31% for employment 

between 2002 and 2030. Employment increased at a greater rate than expected between 1998 and 

2002. Bibb County will continue to be an employment center. New employrnent growth is ex

pected to continue to in the I-75 / Riverside/ Arkwright/ Bass Rd area. This is Bibb County's fastest 

growing area for new employment. 

For d1e 2030 update, tl1e entire MATS planning region was forecasted to have slow growth for 

residential variables like population and households while employment growtl1 was expected to be 

robust in comparison. Forecasts of population, households and total employment for d1e entire 

MATS region are illustrated on a bar chart in Figure 6-1 for d1e base year 2002 and at 5-year incre

ments between d1e years 2005 and 2030. The level of growth forecasted for population and house

holds is similar. The number of households was forecasted to grow 5% between 2002 and 2030, 

changing from 64,774 in 2002 to 68,491 in 2030. Population was projected to increase by 8.6% 

during tl1at same period, chru1ging from 167,677 in 2002 to 182,044 in 2030. In contrast, the pro-



jected 2002 to 2030 increase in total employment was 31%. Baseline 2002 employment was 

110,222 and the estimated year 2030 figure was 145,119. O ver 34,000 new jobs are predicted in the 

Macon area during this period. 

The relatively large increase in total employment during the 2002 to2030 timeframe underscores 

Macon's continuing role as a regional hub in middle Georgia. The land use and transportation 

plans are predicated on tlus principle which .is based on current trends and .is consistent with coun

tywide projections made by independent demographic consultants . It is anticipated that the exist

ing transpo.rtation system, the location of .institutions of higher learn.ing, the presence of cultural 

attractions and shopping oppo.rtun.ities will make the .MATS area a desirable place for new jobs. 

The disproportionate number of new jobs in comparison wid1 new households suggests d1at many 

of the persons who will be working inside of the MATS study area will choose to locate their resi

dences in surrounding counties. This is not a new phenomenon. Collar counties surrounding 

Macon have experienced residential growth during recent years and d1at trend is expected to con

tinue in d1e future. 

Growth Allocations inside the MATS Region 

In tlus section, a description of where the 2,000 extra h.ousel1olds and 34,000 additional jobs are 

likely to locate is described in general terms. A map of the :NIA TS area, carved into 25 planning 

sectors, is shown in Figure 6-2 to help .in illustrating where the growth is anticipated to occur. 

First, d1e allocation of where future residential development is expected to happen is explained. 

Changes in the number of households by p lanning sector that were projected for the period be

tween 2002 and 2030 are shown on a bar chart .in Figure 6-3. The majority of residential growth is 

projected to occur .in south and west Bibb County and in South Jones County. The South Jones 

County Sector is expected to receive the highest number of new households during the 2002 to 

2030 timeframe when compared to d1e od1er :NIATS Sectors. Slighdy more dun 1,702 additional 

households are foreseen in the Jones County portion of the MATS region. There are six od1er 

relatively high growth sectors in d1e study area, at least in terms of households. In each of d1e sec

tors listed below, approximately 150 to 350 new housel1olds are anticipated during d1e time span 

covered by d1e plan . 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
• 

• 

1- Wildwood (222 new households); 

2 - Tobesofkee (254 new households); 

6- Hartley Bridge/ Sardis Church 

(326 new h ouseholds); 

• 7 - Airport (176 new households); 

• 9- Nortl1 Macon (368 new households); 

• 10 - Idle Hour (183 new households); 

Those areas in tl1e older urban core which have ah·eady been built-out are not expected to receive a 

substantial amount of residential growth during tl1e next 25 years. This includes mucl1 of tl1e City 

of Macon. Marginal household growtl1 is anticipated for many of tl1ese in-town sectors as a result 

of infill and loft-type conversions, but land for a lot of new housing simply is not available. These 

sectors are identified by number and name, below: 

Chru1ges in where new total employment will occur during tl1e 2002-2030 time frame are illustrated 

on the bar chart shown in Figure 6-4 by planning secto r. Seven of the 25 planning sectors are 

forecasted to gain approximately 1,000 or more new jobs. Employment gains appear to be spread 

across the l\IIATS region more widely in comparison with new households. One of these sectors, 

5 - Ocmulgee East Blvd (12 new 

households) .; 

13 - Historic District (4 new 

households; 

14 - Pleasant Hill/ Riverside (19 uew 

households); 

15 - Pierce/ Vineville 

(4 new housel1olds); 

• 16- Westgate (10 uew households); 

• 18- Cherokee Hts. (17 new housel1olds); 

• 19- Industrial (0 new households); 

• 20- Edgewood (21new households); 

• 21-South Macon (47 uew households); • 23 - Unionville (0 new households; and 

• 22 - Montpelier (0 new households); • 24- CBD Area (0 new households); 

• 17- West Macon (26 new households): • .4- Cochran Short (0 new housel10lds); 

num ber 9 in tl1e North Macon area of nortl1west Bibb County, was projected to get approximately 

16,000 of the new jobs. This equates to approximately 48% of tl1e total employment increase for 

tl1e entire MATS region. T wo sectors, number 3 called the Lizella/ Fulton Niill area and number 16 

named tl1e Westgate area, were forecasted to gain around 2,600 new jobs each. The otl1er areas, 
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where around 400 to 1500 or more additional jobs Wel"e forecasted to locate include the following 

planning sectors: 

1 -Wildwood 1,211; 11 -East Macon 607; 

5 - Ocmulgee East/ SR57 1,826; 20 - Edgewood 540; 

6 -HartleyBridge/ Sardis Church 1,402; 19 - Industrial 448; 

7 - Airport 929; 24- Downtown Macon 514; and 

10 - Fmsytl1/ Rivoli 1529; 25 - South Jones County 639. 

Figure 6-1 Areawide Growtl1 Forecasts 
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Planning Sector 
Boundaries 

I. Wildwood 
2. Tobesotkee 
3. Lizella/Fulton Mill 
4. Cochran Sho11 Rt. 
5. Ocmulgee east 
6. Hattley Bridge 
7. Allport 
8. North Highlands 
9. No11h Macon 
10. Idle Hour 

These maps were prepared by the 
MACON-BIBB COUNTY PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION 
for the MACON AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY 

Figure 6-2 
Planning Sectors Boundaries 

I I. East Macon 
12. Bloomfield 
13. Histmic district 
14. Pleasant Hill 

Riverside 
15. Pierce!Vineville 
16. Westgate 
17. West Macon 
18. Cherokee Heights 
19. Indusnial 
20 . Edgewood 
2 L South Macon 
22. Montpelier 
23. Unionville 
24. CBD 
25. Jones County 
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Figure 6-3 Changes in Households 
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Figure 6-4 · Changes in Employment 
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Streets & Highways 

Street Functional Classification 

Dte MATS network coutains 42.76 miles of highway classified as interstate in Bibb County. 

'I11ere are 164.38 miles of highway in the official state highway system. Bibb County has 143.24 

miles and Jones County has 21.4 miles in the state highway system. 'I11e Georgia D epartment of 

Transportation may expend monies for projects not on the system, but right-of-way acquisition 

with state funds can be u sed only on the state highway system. 

All roads have been classified into the following categories: interstate, principal arterials, minor 

arterials, collectors, and local. The interstate is a controlled access highway that is devoted en

tirely to traffic movement. Arterials handle trips of more than one mile, setve major movements 

of traffic between different areas of the community, serve as access to adjoining land, although 

this access is preferably only to major f::~cilities such as shopping centers. Collecto.rs setve as con

nectors between local streets and arteri::tls and handle traffic movements within an area of the lar

ger community. Collectors are uot designate to serve as paths for long through trips and gener

ally provide some access to adjacent hnd. Local streets are designed solely to provide access to 

land. Most st1·eets within residential areas are classified as local streets. 

Streets and highways are dependent upon each other and form an interrelated highway system 

and/ or network. 'Tiw functional classification map (Figure 6-5) reflects dus relationship and d1e 

travel patterns of the commwuty. 'I11e proposed projects of d1e 2030 Long Range Transportation 

Plan are aimed at rnaintaining this lughway network so d1at future travel demand and needs of the 

commwuty are met. 

The transportation data that contains the socio-economic data and the street and lughway net

work are utilized by the transportation plaruung model for d1e Macon Area Transportation Study. 

'Tius provides an estimate of existing traffic counts and projected counts on possible future net

works. Estimates of existing congestion on d1e 2002 network is shown on Figure 6-6. Projected 

congestion for two 2030 network alternative are also shown. The 2030 "D o Nodung Alterna

tive" is shown on Figure 6-7. The 2030 "Adopted P lan" is shown on Figure 6-8. 



..... Interstate 
Principal Arterial 
Min or Arterial 
Rural Major Collector 

- Rural Minor Collector 
- Urban Collector 
- Local 

-----

Figure 6-5 
2002 HPMS Functional Classification 
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Figure 6-6 
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Figure 6-7 
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Figure 6-8 

2030 Peak Hour Congestion ~ Adopted Plan 
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Project List 

TI1e list of road .improvement projects and programs that are being recommended for inclusion in 

the 2030 plan is contained in Table 6-1 and are shown in Figure 6-9. 

Since Bibb County has been designated as non-attainment area for ground level ozone and for fine 

particulate matter PM 2.5, this requires an air quality conformity deteunination for the following 

years: 2009, 2015, 2025, and 2030. This means that the proposed networks for each of d1ese years 

have to be established in d1e plan. T able 6-1 lists projects by network years. 

TI1e proposed network for the 2009 have been established based on d1e current Transportation 

Improvement Program and Tier II funding schedules. Projects in the 2009 network may be 

moved back, but it is vety unlikely d1at any od1er projects can be added to d1e 2009 network due to 

funding limitations. 

Initially, .it was not possible to know if all d1e projects desired by d1e MATS Policy Committee by 

d1e 2015 network year could be scheduled even if funding was to be available. This was not known 

until the first model nms for bod1 the network and off system projects were completed. The out

puts from d1ese mns provided inputs .into Mobile 6.2 which is d1e officially adopted model of US 

EPA. The outputs from Mobile 6.2 determined if a network violates air quality. If Mobile 6.2 indi

cat ed that a network year violates air quality, projects would be removed from that particular net

work year and moved to a later network year. 

Initially, projects will be evaluated against roadway emissions developed for the 2002 model year, 

referred to as the base emission year. All future roadway networks will be compared to this base 

year assuring d1at scheduled projects will not worsen air quality. This will be d1e standard until 

Georgia EPD prepares a SIP (State Implementation Plan) d1at includes the Bibb County non

attainment area. TI1e SIP has an invent01y of air pollution sources d1at includes stationaty sources 

such as power plants and factories and mobile sources which are mainly traffic on the streets and 

highways. This inventoty data is used to run air quality models d1at are used to evaluate future air 

quality under different possible scenarios. TI1e end result of all dus analysis and evaluation will be a 

SIP dut allocates the allowable amount of pollutants that each individual stationary source can emit 



and total amount that can be emitted by all the mobile sources. 

In the past, tl1e MATS Policy Committee in. coordination witl1 tl1e Georgia D epartment of Trans

portation determined what projects were to be included in tl1e p lan. Tllis is no longer true. Any 

proposed plan by the MATS Policy Committee must have an Air Quality Detemlination Report 

that can be approved by Interagency Consultation and must comply with tl1e Clean Air Act. Tl1ose 

agencies who are involved witl1 tl1e Interagency Consultation are tl1e Macon Area Transportation 

Study, Macon Transit Authority, Georgia Department of Transportation, Environmental Protec

tion Division of the Georgia Department of Natural Resomces, Georgia Regional Transportation 

Agency, US Environmental Protection Agency, Federal Highway Administration, and tl1e Federal 

Transit Administration. 

Once tl1e Macon Area Transportation Study has an approved plan and an Air Quality Conformity 

Determination Report approved by tl1e Interagency Consultation, few revisions to tl1e plan will be 

possible until tl1e next update of the p lan. Previously, tl1e MATS Policy Committee could amend 

the plan at a any meeting of the Committee. Tllis is no longer possible with any project tl1at will 

increase capacity to the street and highway netwmk. Revisions to tl1e plan tl1at included projects 

tl1at increased capacity would require a new Air Quality Detetmination Report and tl1e approval of 

tl1e Interagency Consultation. Instead of tl1e plan being updated every five years, a plan update and 

conformity report are now required every three years because of the non-attainment designation. 

Tl1ere are more than $908 million of improvements in the list of recommendations. This does in

clude expenditmes tl1at could be classified as maintenance and repair, but the ovetwhelming major

ity of it consists of legitimate improvements to the road, sidewalk and bicycle networks . Routine 

safety, maintenance, and repair expenditures will be reported in d1e next section, covering d1e 

financial feasibility of tl1e plan. 

Two of the projects are being coordinated with od1er planning areas. The Ocmulgee East Blvd. 

(SR87) project from I-16 to SR96 is being developed in concert with Twiggs County. In South 

Bibb County, the Hawkinsville Rd. (SR247) widening project from Watson Blvd in H ouston 

County to US 41 (Houston Road) in Bibb County is being planned jointly with the Wamer Robins 

Area Transportation Study. 



Table 6-1 

2009 Network- P1·ojects under construction in 2007 -assumed completed by 2009 - a1·e added to 2002 Network 

Road/Project 
Name 

ITS Architecture 

Description/ Location 

Advanced Operations 2006 to 2009. State Traffic 
Transportation Engineering. 

Management Systems 

ITS Architecture 
Advanced 

Transportation 
Management Systems 

Maintenance for 2006 to 2009 

ITS Architecture Equipment upgrades. Replace existing 
Advanced outdated equipment. Every signal 

Transportation would have updated equipment by the 
Management Systems end of 2009. 

ITSA!':~':ure Equipment installation for 55 locations. 
T nsportati Traffic Engmeenng to wnte contracts 

Ma~ent S;ems and do design in house. 

ITS Architecture 
Advanced Provide additional optic fiber to the 

Transportation existing optic fiber netv.orl<. 
Management Systems 

ITS Architecture 
Advanced Phase IV. Consultant to prepare plans 

Transportation for oommurVcation and surveillance. 
Management Systems 

Bass Pro Road 
New Road on site .,..;th no through 
traffic. 

Bass Road/Bass Pro Signalize entrance. Add right & left tum 
Entrance lanes into site on Bass Road. 

1-75/Bass Road 
Interchange 

New Forsyth Road 

Telfair StreeUJeff 
Davis Street 

Tucker Road 

Wesleyan Drive 

Signalize ramps. Add right tum lane to 
northbound exit ramp. 

Add tum lanes Bass Pro Entrance. 

Realign and add tum lanes from Felton 
Ave to South DowntO'Ml Connector 

Resurfadng, striping, standardization, 
tum lanes, multi-use path from Foster 
Road lo Forsyth Road. 

Intersection improvements at Tharpe 
Drive and Trojan Trail. 

Regionally 
Significant 

Project 

No 

No 

No 

NO 

No 

No 

No 

No 

Yes 

No 

No 

No 

No 

State 
Project ID # 

323015 

Local 

Local 

Local 

Local 

Local 

Local 

Local 

Construction 
Scheduled 
GDOT/RIP 

2006-2009 

2006 - 2009 

2007 

2007 

2009 

2009 

2005 

2005 

2005 

2005 

2005 

2005 

2005 

Air Quality 
Conformity 

Determination 
Requirements 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Network 
Year 

2009 

2009 

2009 

2009 

2009 

2009 

2009 

2009 

2009 

2009 

2009 

2009 

2009 

2030 LRTP Total 
Plan Cost 

$ 

$ 600,000 

$ 400,000 

60,000 

$ 200,000 

$ 300,000 

$ 2,600,000 

$ 400,000 

$ '1,000,000 

$ 250,000 

$ 1,331 ,000 

$ 698,000 

$ 995,000 



Table 6-1 continued 

2009 Network- Projects undet· construction in 2007 -assumed completed by 2009- are added to 2002 Network 

Regionally Construction 
Air Quality 

Road/Projec t 
Description/ L ocation Significant 

State 
Scheduled 

Conformity Network 2030 LRTP Total 

Name 
Project 

Pro ject ID # 
GDOT/RIP 

Determination Year Plan Cost 

Requirements 
Resurfadng, striping, trun lanes from 

Houston Ave Pia Nona Ave to Broadway. Project is No Local 2005-2007 Exempt 2009 $ 3,631 ,000 
in three phases. 

Bloomfield Road/Log 
Widen from 2 to 4 lanes ..;111 center tum 
lane from Rocky Creek Road to No 351 120 2006 Non-Exempt 2009 $ 6,805,000 

Cabin Drive 
Eisenhower Parl<way/US 80. 

Hartley Bridge/1-7511- Reconstruct Interchange Phase II. 

4751nterchange 
Reoonstructl-47511-751nterchange ..;th Yes 311465 2006 Non-Exempt 2009 $ 55,000,000 
Collector Distributor System. 

Industrial Highway Add tum lanes from Avondale Mill Road Yes 0004455 2006 Exempt 2009 $ 220,000 to Walden Road. 

R -de Dli e/SR 
87 

Widen from 2to 4 lanes ..;th tum lanes 
IverS! v from Northside Drive to Hall Road_ Yes 322000 2006 Non-Exempt 2009 $ 7,250,000 

Riverside Drive/SR 87 Reconstruct bridge at Sabbath Creek. Yes 322005 2006 Non-Exempt 2009 $ 1,000,000 

Forest Hill Widen from 2to 3 lanes from Wimbish 
No 351130 2007 2009 $ 6,210,000 

Road/CR723 Road to Northside Drive_ Non-Exempt 

Forest Hill Road 
Replace & Widen bridge@ Sabbath 

No 351 135 2007 Exempt 2009 $ 370,000 
Creel<. 

1-16 & MLK Drive 
Bridge replacement at MLK Drive 

Yes 311005 2007 Non-Exempt 2009 $ 20,356,000 
Widen MLK at 1-16. 

Sardis Church Road/ 
New Interchange includes approaches_ Yes 311910 2007 Non-Exempt 2009 $ 10,516,000 

1-75 Interchange 

Hero Operations No 771307 2008 Exempt 2009 $ 1,440,000 

2015 Network- Projects under construction in 2013 -assumed completed by 2015- are added to 2009 Network 

Regionally Construc tion 
Air Quality 

Road/Project 
Description/ Location Significant 

State 
Scheduled 

Conformity Network 2030 LRTP Total 

Name 
Project 

Project ID # 
GDOT/ RIP 

Determination Year Plan Cost 
Requirements 

ITS Architecture 
Advanced Operations 2010 to 2015_ State Traffic 

No 2010 -2015 Exempt 2015 
Transportation Engineering_ 

Management Systems 

ITS Architecture 
Advanced 

Maintenance for 201 0 to 2015. No 2010 -2015 Exempt 2015 1,000,000 Transportation 
Management Systems 

ITS Architecture 
Advanced Miscellaneous minor improvements 

No 2010 -2015 Exempt 2015 $ 4,000,000 
Transportation from 2010 to 2015. 

Management Systems 

ITS Architecture 
Advanced Phase IV_ Implementation of plans for 

No 2010 Exempt 2015 $ 3,000,000 Transportation communication and survelliance_ 
Management Systems 

Forest Hill Road 
Widen from 2 to 4 lanes from Vi neville 

No 350520 2008 Non-Exempt 2015 $ 6,799,000 
Ave/Forsyth Road to Wimbish Road_ 

1-75 
Widen f rom 4 to 6 lanes from Pierce 

Yes 312090 2008 Non-Exempt 2015 49,913,000 
Ave to Arkwright Road_ 



Table 6-1 continued 

2015 Networ·k- Projects under· constmction in 2013 - assumed completed by 2015 - ar·e added to 2009 Network 

Regionally Construction 
Air Quality 

Road/Project State Confonnity Network 
Name 

Description/ Location Significant 
Project ID # 

Scheduled 
Determination Year 

Project GDOT/RIP 
Requirements 

Widen from 2 to 4 lanes from 
Jeffersonville Roed Recreatioo Roed to Fall Line Yes 351080 2009 Noo~Exempt 2015 $ 5,603,000 

Freeway/USBO. 

Jeffersonville Roed 
Replace bridge at Nmfolk Southern Rail 

Yes 0000835 2009 Non-Exempt 2015 $ 2,260,000 
Road. 

Jeffersonville Roed 
Widen from 2 to 4 lanes from Emery 

Yes 35 1090 2009 Non-Exempt 2015 $ 5,182,000 Highway to Walnut Creek Bridge. 

Jeffersonville Road 
Widen & replace bridge at Walnut 

Yes 351095 2009 Noo~Exempt 2015 $ 2,500,000 Creek. 

Widen from 2 to 4 lanes from Walnut 

Jeffersonville Road 
Creek to Recreatioo Roed & v.iden 

Yes 342080 2009 Noo~Exempt 2015 $ 5,370,000 Millerfield Roed from 2 to 4 lanes from 
Jeffersonville Road to Bristol Drive 

Log Cabin Drive 
Widen from 2 to 4 lanes from Mercer 

No 351100 2009 Non~Exempt 2015 $ 9,082,000 
University Drive to Holling51Mlrth Road 

Log Cabin Drive 
Widen & replace bridge at Rocky 

No 351105 2009 Noo~Exempt 2015 $ 1,997,000 
Creek. 

Constructtoo of a new roadway from 
Vineville Ave to Log Cabin Drive along 

Northwest Parkway Park Street with 4 lanes to new location No 351140 2009 Non~Exempt 2015 11,273,000 
west of Holingsworth Road v.ith 4 lanes, 
turn lanes, and a raised median. 

Provide additiooal tum lanes on SR 
Ocmulgee East Blvd/ 87/0cmulgee Blvd & v.iden western part Yes 333055 2009 Non~Exempt 2015 $ 5,313,000 SR87 of Weaver Road to White Elk Sp<ings 

Roe<i 

Wtden from 2 to 4 lanes from 1~75 to SR 
247. This includes existing Sardis 
Church Road from I~ 75 to east of 

Sardis Church Goodall Mill Roed, new location from 
No 0000566 2009 Non~Exempt 2015 38,673,000 Extension east of Goodall Mill Road to southern 

portioo of Avondale Mill Road, and 
Avondale Mill Roed from new location 
to SR247. 

Tucker Road Replace bridge at Rocky Creek No 331870 2009 Exempt 2015 557,000 

1-16/1~75 Interchange Interchange modifications including 
Yes 311410 2010 Non~Exempt 2015 $ 97,230,000 collector distributor system. 

Riverside DnveiSR 87 ~~true! bridge at Beaverdam 
ree . 

Yes 333152 2012 Exempt 2015 $ 2,101 ,000 



Table 6-1 continued 

2015 Network- Projects under construction in 2013- assumed completed by 2015- are added to 2009 Network 

Road/Project 
Name 

Bass Road 

Bass Road 

1-75/Riverside Drive 
Interchange 

1-75/Bass Road 
Interchange 

New Forsyth Road 

Riverside Drive 

Columbus Road 

Emery Highway 

Emery Highway 

Hawkinsville Road 
SR 247 

Hawkinsville Road 

SR 247 

Hawkinsville Road 
SR 247 

Houston Road 

1-16 

1-75 

Description/ Location 

Widen Bass Road from two to four 
through lanes from 1-75 to New Forsyth 
Road Add dual left turns from Bass 
Road to Bass Pro Entrance. Add du&l 
right and left turns from Bass Pro Exit 

Widen from two to four lanes from New 
Forsyth Road to Riverside Drlve & 
Intersection Improvements. 

Signalize Interchange. Modify ramps to 
add tum lanes & storage. Run fiber 
opUc. 

Increase capadty of the interchange. 
Major problem is trips southbound on 
Bass turning left to go southbound on 1-
75. Add lanes to extt ramps for storage. 
Widen bridge over 1-75 from 2 to 4 lanes 
with tum lanes. 

Widen from two to four lanes with tum 
lanes as needed from Bass Road to 
Riverside Drive with major intersection 
reconf~guration with Bass Road, 
Wesleyan Drlve, and Riverside Drive. 

l-75to Bass Road A safety project to 
add tum lanes 

Replace bridge at Echeconnee Creek 

Jeffersonville Road to Ocrnulgee Blvd. 
A safety proje.ct to add lum lanes. 

Reconstruct bridges at Walnut Creek. 

Widen from 4 to 6 lanes from Watson 
Blvd to Houston Road/US 41 . This 
indudes major improvements to liberty 
Church Road interse.ction. 

Reconstruct & widen bridge at Noffolk 
SouthemRR 

Reconstruct & Widen bridge at 
Echeconnee Creek 

Widen from 2 to 4 lanes from north of 
the Sardis Church Road Extension 
(approximately South Walden Road) to 
existing Sardis Church Road/ North 
Walden Road. 

Widen from 4 to 6 lanes from SR 11 to 
SR 87 With colle.ctor/distributor system 
as needed 

Widen from 4 to 6 lanes from Pierce 
Ave to 1-16. 

Regionally State 
Significant Project ID # 

Project 

No 

No 

Yes 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

No 0007029 

Yes 

Yes 333150 

Yes 322960 

Yes 323045 

Yes 0003089 

No 0006689 

Yes 31 1000 

Yes 31 1400 

Construction 
Scheduled 
GDOT/RIP 

2013 

2013 

2013 

2013 

2013 

2013 

Long Range 

Long Range 

Long Range 

LOfiQ Range 

LOfiQ Range 

LOfiQ Range 

Long Range 

Long Range 

Long Range 

Air Quality 
Conformity 

Determination 
Requirements 

Non-Exempt 

Non-Exempt 

Exempt 

Non-Exempt 

Non-Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Non-Exempt 

Non-Exempt 

Non-Exempt 

Non-Exempt 

Non-Exempt 

Non-Exempt 

Network 
Year 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

2015 $ 

1,800,000 

900,000 

150,000 

16,000,000 

2,000,000 

2,000,000 

347,000 

1,500,000 

2,225,000 

11,826,612 

1,114,000 

444,000 

1,950,000 

50,465,000 

18, 196,000 



Table 6-1 continued 

2015 Network - Projects under construction in 2013 -assumed completed by. 2015 - are added to 2009 Network 

Regionally Construction 
Air Quality 

Road/Project 
Description/ Location Significant 

State 
Scheduled 

Conformity Network 
Name 

Project 
Project ID # 

GDOT/RIP 
Determination Year 
Requirements 

Peake Road Brtdge 
Replace Bridge at Rocky Creek No 0006659 Long Range Exempt 2015 $ 1,'t82,000 

Replacement 

South Downtown Telfair/First Street fromRichard 
No 350595 Long Range Non-Exempt 2015 $ 2,367,000 Connector Penneman Blvd to Oglethorpe Street 

Thomaston Road Replace bridge at T obesofkee Creek Yes 0007024 Long Range Exempt 2015 $ 233,000 

Bass Road/Foster Road/Tucker/Heath 

Western Loop 
Road from 1-75 to Fulton Mill Road. 

No 371430 Long Range Non-Exempt 2015 4,435,000 
Bridge replacement on Tucker Road @ 
Rocky Creek. Concept is not finalized. 

Western Loop A 
Bass Road ,.;ctened from 2 to 4 lanes 

No 371430 Long Range Non-Exempt 2015 
from Zebulon Road tol-75. 

Western Loop B 
FosteriTucker Roads ,.;ctened from 2 to 

No 371430 Long Range Non~Exempt 2015 31anes 

Western Loop C 
Heath Road standardize lanes ,.;th tum 

No 371430 Long Range 2015 
lanes as needed. Non-Exempt 

2025 Network- Projects under construction in 2023 - assumed completed by 2025 - are added to 2015 Network 

Regionally Construction 
Air Quality 

Road/Project State Conformity Network 2030 LRTP Total 
Name 

Description/ Location Significant 
Project ID # 

Scheduled 
Determination Year Plan Cost 

Project GDOT/RIP 
Requirements 

ITS Architecture Operations 2016 to 2025. State Traffic 
Advanced Engineering 

No 2026-2030 Exempt 2009 
Transportation 

Management Systems 

ITS Architecture 
Advanced Maintenance for 2016 to 2025. No 323015 

Transportation 
2026--2030 Exempt 2009 $ 1,800,000 

Management Systems 

ITS Architecture 
Miscellaneous mlnor improvements 

Advanced No 2026-2030 Exempt 2009 $ 7,200,000 
Transportation 

from 2016 to 2025 

Management Systems 

Widen from two to lour lanes ,.;th tum 
Edgewood Ave lanes as needed from Broadway to No Local Long Range Non-Exempt 2025 1,936,000 

Eisenhower Extension. 

Extension (SR540) on new location ,.;th 
Eisenhower Parkway 41anes from 1-16 to US 80/Emery Yes 362695 long Range Non-Exempt 2025 $ 35,764,000 

Highway. 

Extension (SR 540) on new location 
Eisenhower Parkway With 4 lanes from Lower Boundary Yes 363630 l ong Range Non-Exempt 2025 $ 44,060,000 

Street to 1-16. 

Eisenhower Parkway 
Construct Interchange at 1-16 and 

Extension/1 -16 
Eisenhower Parkway Extension 

Yes 310980 l ong Range Non-Exempt 2025 $ 33,584,000 
Interchange. 



Table 6-1 continued 

2025 Network- Projects under construction in 2023 -assumed completed by 2025 - are added to 2015 Network 

Regionally Construction 
Air Quality 

Road/Project 
Description/ Location Significant 

State 
Scheduled 

Conformity Network 2030 LRTP Total 
Name 

Project 
Project ID # 

GDOT/RIP 
Determination Year Plan Cost 
Requirements 

FOfS}'th/Poplar Poplar Slreet & Lower Poplar from MLK No Local loog Range Exempt 2025 s 2,037,000 
Connector to Eisenhower Extens.ton. 

Standardize lanes from south of the 

Houston Road 
Sardis Church Road ExtenSion (Soutll No 331750 Long Range Exempt 2025 $ 305,280 
Walden Road) to US 41 1n Houston 
County. 

Modify Interchange as needed. Widen 
F~751~a~~r:~~~~ve~a f rom 3 to 4 lanes across bndges. Add Yes 311560 Long Range Non-Exempt 2025 s 3,579,000 

rsyt Ave og strorage lanes as needed Modify 
approaches. Improve operations 

1-16 Call Boxes 
Install call boxex from Macon to 

Yes 811030 Long Range Exempt 2025 $ 72,600 
Savannah. 

t-16 
Reconstruct bridge to widen shoutders 

Yes 311130 Long Range Exempt 2025 s 4,616,000 
at Walnut Creek. 

Ocmulgee East Blvd/ Intersection improvements at 1-16 & Joe Yes 333050 Long Range Exempt 2025 $ 579,000 
SR87 T amp1in Blvd. 

Ocumulee East Widen !rom 2 to 4 lanes from 1- t6 to SR 
Yes 0000813 Long Range Non-Exempt 2025 

Blvd/SR 87/US 23 96 in Twiggs County s 11,004,640 

Pio NonoAvel Widen /rom 4 to B lan~>s /rom l-75 to Yes 350560 Long Range Non-Exempt 2025 $ 5,882,000 
SR247/US41 Broadway 

Second Street & RR 
Replace existing bridge. No 0002225 Exempt 2025 3,390,000 

Bridge 

VineviUeAve 
Widen from three lanes to four from Pk> Yes 363500 Long Range Non-Exempt 2025 13,792,000 
Nono Ave to Forest H1ll Road 

2030 Network- Projects under construction in 2028 - assumed completed by 2030 - are added to 2025 Network 

Regionally Construction 
Air Quality 

Road/Project State Conformity Network 2030 LRTP Total 
Name 

Description/ Location Significant 
Project lD # 

Scheduled 
Determination Year Plan Cost 

Project GDOT/RIP 
Requirements 

ITS Architecture Operations 2026 to 2030 State Traffit 
Advanced Engineering. 

No Long Range Exempt 2030 
Transportation 

Management Systems 

ITS Architecture 
Advanced Maintenance for 2026 - 2030. No Long Range Exempt 2030 $ 800.000 

Transportalion 
Management Syslems 

ITS Architecture 
Miscellaneous minor improvements Advanced No Long Range Exempt 2030 $ 3,200,000 

Transportation 
from 2026 to 2030. 

Management Systems 

Areawide Intersection No LRTP Long Range Exempt 2030 $ 1,800,000 
Improvements 

BlOomfield Intersection improvemenl at No LRTP Long Range Exempt 2030 $ 1,500,000 
Roed/Bioomfield Drive Eisenhov.er Parkway. 

Add northbound passing lane rrom 
Forsyth Road SR 19 Colarparchee Road to Monroe County Yes 332230 Long Range Non-Exempt 2025 3,088,000 

Une. 
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Table 6-1 continued 

2030 Netwo1·k- Pro_jects under construction in 2028- assumed completed by 2030 -are added to 2025 Network 
Regionally Construction 

Air Quality 
Road/Project 

Description/ Location Significant 
State 

Scheduled 
Conformity Network 2030 LRTP Total 

Name 
Project 

Project ID # 
GDOT/RIP 

Determination Year Plan Cost 
Requirements 

Gray Hig~:::: Second Intersection improvements. Yes LRTP Long Range Exempt 2030 $ 1,500,000 

Widen from six to eight lanes from 
1-75 Sardis Church Road to SR 247 Yes LRTP Long Range Non-Exempt 2030 16,000,000 

Connector in Houston County 

1-75/Eisenhower Reconfigure Interchange Yes LRTP Long Range Non-Exempt 2030 $ 7,000,000 

I-?5/Mer~~:~niversity Reconfigure Interchange_ Yes LRTP Long Range Non-Exempt 2030 $ 7,000,000 

Joycliff Road Build new two Jane road (R-O-W four 
No LRTP Long Range Non-Exempt 2030 6,000,000 Extension lanes) from SR 49 lo SR 57. 

Milledgeville Road Widen from two to four lanes f rom 
Yes LRTP Long Range Non-Exempt 2030 19,000,000 

SR49 Griswoldville Road to SR 18. 

Widen Zebulon Road from Lake 

Zebulon Road 
Wildwood Entrance to Lamar Road 

No Long Range Non-Exempt 2030 $ 1,200,000 
from two to four lanes. Add turn lanes 
at Lamar Road and Zebulon Road. 



Table 6-1 continued 

Proposed Studies for 2030 MATS Plan 

Interstate Fadlities: a) Storage and merging needs assessment for Interstate ramps 
b) 1-75/Pio Nono/Rocl<y Creek Interchanges 

US1291SR247: from Warner Robins (Houston) to Rocky Creek (Bibb) 

US129/SR11/SR22: from 1-16 northward to a yet to be determined terminus in Jones County 

USBO/Eisenhower Pail<' USBO from Fulton Mill east to Broadway 

SR74/Mercer Universil) Mosley Dixon east to 1-75 

Avondale Mill 
Road!Sgoda Road 
Extension Study: 

Guy Paine Road: 

US129/SR247 to 1-16 at Sgoda Interchange 

US129/Pio Nona to Broadway 

Vineville Ave/Raft Ave: Alternative Study 

US 80/Chambers Road Study of USBO and Chambers subarea betwsen l-475 and Log Cabin 

Lump Sum 
Interchange Operational Improvements 

Interstate Maintenance - Pavment & Bridge 

National Highway System - Pavement & Ughting 

STP Safety Funds 

STP Enhancement Funds 

Recreational Trails 

STP Q24 

STP Q26 & Q27 Railroad Safety 

Consultant Services 

Construction Management 

$200,000 

$200,000 

$100,000 

$100,000 

$50,000 

$50,000 

$300,000 

$20,000 

$50,000 

$30,000 
$1,100,000 

LRTP Studies $ 2,200,000 

600,000 

908,667 

$ 526,667 

$ 909,333 

$ 858,667 

24,000 

$ 2,116,667 

$ 116,000 

255,000 

205,000 

Annual Lumb Sum Total $ 6,520,000 



Table 6-1 continued 

&nnayd Exprses 

2009 ITS Architecture $ 1,560,000 

2009 Lump Sum $ 19,560,000 

2009 LRTP Projects $ 120,072,000 

2009 Total Network Costs $ 141,192,000 

2015 ITS Architecture $ 8,000,000 

2015 Lump Sum $ 39,120,000 

2015 LRTP Projects $ 362,987,612 

2015 Total Network Costs $ 410,107,612 

2025 ITS Architecture $ 9,000,000 

2025 Lump Sum $ 65,200,000 

2025 LRTP Projects $ 160,601 ,520 

2025 Total Network Costs $ 234,801 ,520 

2030 ITS Architecture $ 4,000,000 

2030 Lump Sum $ 32,600,000 

2030 LRTP Projects $ 64,088,000 

2030 Total Network Costs $ 100,688,000 

2030 LRTP Subtotals 
ITS Architecture $ 22,560,000 

2030 LRTP Projects $ 707,749,132 

Lump Sums for 2030 LRTP $ 156,480,000 

2030 LRTP Studies $ 2,200,000 

2030 LRTP Grand Total $ 888,989,132 



1 Bas'i Pro Shop Rd.!Entrance Bass Rd./Entranc~ New Forsyth Rd 
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Figure 6-9 
MATS 2030 Plan Road Projects 

NOTE Proiects area not 
l~ted by priority 

41 1-75 Puece Ave. to ArlrnTtgbt Rd 
42 I-75/Sardis- Church lnt~changf' 
43 Hawkmmllr Rd SR 247/US 129 
44 Forest Hill Rd. Br-idge Replacement 
45 Bloomfield DrJEisenhower Pkwy Intusection 
46 Milledgeville R<l SR 49 

(1..,-:b E 

1~75/BassRd.. Interchange 
Ocmulgee East Blvd. & Wea\:·er Rd 

Ha,\-J.::m'i,..-J.u~ Rd. Bnd~ Replacement 
r Fd 

54 New Fors~1h Rd 
55 Rlven.ld~ Dr 
56 Columbus Rd Bn dge Replacmm1t 
57 • ~<"\>~ 

58 Em..-yHwy 
59 Ema-y H'"'y Bndge Repbtcement 
60 Peake Rd. Bndge Replacemem 
6 1 Thomaston Rd Bndge Replacement 
62 Zebulon Rd 
63 Fmfil lhll Rd_ 
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Parking 

In general, tl1ere is not a parking problem in downtown :Macon. There is a sufficient number of parking 

spaces, however tl1e location of tl1e spaces don't always meet tl1e needs of tl1e users.. The biggest parking 

problem facing tl1e community in tl1e downtown area is tl1e amount of parking around the Medical Center of 

Central Georgia. A good bit of on-street parking was lost when parking was removed from First Street to fa

cilitate traffic flow. First Street now has two tl1rough lanes with a center turn lane. Additional parking garages 

have come on line since the removal of tl1e First Street parking. While parking is an issue around tl1e Medical 

Center, it is being addressed. 

The J\IIedical Center tl1rough tl1e years has continued to work to address these parking needs. Currently, the 

Medical Center provides 4,833 off street parking spaces on surface lots and in parking garages. One of tl1e 

oldest pat:king garages at the J\IIedical Center has recently been torn down and is being replace witl1 a much 

larger parking facility. 

Existing parking sl:tuctures are shown on Figure 6-10. 

Over tl1e years a number of parking studies have been done for tl1e downtown. The following areas in the 

downtown have need for additional parking facilities. 

1. Bibb County Courthouse (Mulberry & Second Streets) has a shortage of parking in the imme 

diate vicinity during the day and for special evening events at the Grand Opera House. This is 

tl1e area in tl1e downtown that has tl1e most critical need for additional parking. 

2. City Hall/ City Auditorium (Poplar & First Streets) has a shortage of parking for those doing 

business with the City during tl1e day and for special evening events at tl1e Macon Auditorium. 

3. Terminal Station Area (Cheny & Fifth Streets) has limited parking in tl1e general 

area. 

While these parking facilities have been discussed on numerous occasions, tl1ere is no great impetus to build 

any of tl1ese facilities at tlus time. A parking garage in the downtown has not been lugh on Bibb County's pri

ority list since being defeated a number of years ago in a sales tax referendum. The City of Macon is facing se

rious financial constraints so tl-tat tl1ey are not likely too take on such projects in the immediate or near future. 
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CBD PARKING STUDY AREA 

90 Spaces - Broadway - Cassidy 

4) 208 Spaces- Mulberry Street- Fickling 

5) 348 Spaces - Mulberry Street- Fickling 

254 Spaces- Walnut Street- BB& T 

Figure 6-10 

7) 138 Space- First Street- Central GA. Health Systems 

8) 339 Spaces- Cherry Street- Sun Trust 
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Public Transportation 

The Macon Transit Authmity is responsible fm pmviding transit service fm Macon and 

Bibb County. The Macon Transit Authority went into operation in 1981 when the City of Macon 

transferred the entire operation of the transit system to them. Crnrently tl1e city and county pm

vide funding fm operating and capital costs. Overall, federal, state, and local funding as well as 

system revenues cover the operating and capital costs of the Transit Authmity. The Macon Transit 

Authority fust applied for federal assistance in FY 2000. 

The public transportation section is divided into two parts. First, a review of existing mutes, mute 

changes and ADA service is presented as well as a comparison of the Macon Transit Authority's 

performance to other transit systems in the State. Secondly, a capital plan along witl1 a strategy to 

finance the plan is provided. In summary, this document should setve as a planning tool fm long 

term capital improvements and operations. 

Description of Service by Route 

This section pmvides a discussion of fL~ed transit mutes and AD A setvice. In addition, a 

peer analysis is made from a comparison of similar systems in Georgia. 

Fixed Routes 

Currently, the Macon Transit Authority operates nine fixed bus mutes in Bibb Cow1ty. In 

addition, tl1ere is downtown tmlley setvice that is called Nlitsi. The service hours for the bus mutes 

are from 5:20a.m. to 11:00 p .m . Monday - Saturday. Last year, the Transit Authority buses traveled 

a total of 1,121,833 vehicle miles and were in operation a total of 88,144 horns. 

The main transfer station for the transit system recently moved from Poplar Street to the Terminal 

Station located at Cheny Street. The Transit Authority has also started selling swipe card passes at 

the Terminal Station for the public. A general description of each mute is included below. 

Vineville Route 

The service area for tlus mute includes Wasl1ington Ave., Hardeman Ave., Vineville Ave., 



and Forsyth Rd. In addition, portions of Forest Hill Rd. and Ridge Ave. are included in this mute. 

TI!e Transit Authority operates only one bus for this mute. This transit mute includes service to 

Northside Hospital. 

Bellevue-Log Cabin Route 

Tilis mute includes service to Zebulon and Peake Roads. In addition, the route also serves 

Log Cabin Rd., Napier Ave., and Hollingsworth Rd. 11"le Transit Authority operates two buses 

along this route. 

West Macon 

Tius route serves the areas along Montpelier Ave., Columbus Road, and Mercer Urliversity 

Drive. The service hours for tlus route have been extended to 11:00 p .m. TI1ere are two buses 

that operate on tlus route. 

North Highlands 

Service is provided to various sites on Gray and Emery H wy. including Baconsfield Shop

ping Center and tl"le Health D epartment. TI1e service hours for tlus mute have been extended to 

11:00 p .m. 

Ocmulgee 

Tilis bus operates along Riverside Dr., Pierce Ave., Ingleside Ave., and North side Drive. 

11"le route e.,'\:tends to t:l1e Kroger Shopping Center on Tom Hill Sr. Blvd. 

Westgate - Bloomfield 

TI1e Tran sit Autlwrity operates only one bus along this route wluch consists of Eisenhower 

Pkwy., Pio Nono Ave., Bloomfield Rd., and Rocky Creek Road. Transit service for tlus route is 

available uutil11:00 p.m. 

Macon Mall- Chambers Road 

Tius route offers service to Macon Mall, Eisenhower Crossing Shopping Center, and 



Macon T ech. The route con sists of Telfair Street, Pio Nono Ave., and Eisenhower Pkwy. TI1e 

Transit Authority operates three buses along this route. 

E ast Macon - Kings Park 

'TI1e East Macon- Kings Park route provides transportation to such sites as Coliseum Hos

pital and Norti1east Plaza Shopping Center. The service area for this route includes Coliseum 

Drive, Shurling Drive, Old Clinton Rd., and Gray Highway. 

Houston - Peach Orchard 

Tius route setves the Houston Ave. and Peach Orchard area of ti1e city. The Peach Orchard 

area consists of Guy Paine Rd., Marion Ave., Mead Rd., Carlos Dr., and a portion of Broadway. 

Tius route is setved by two buses. (See Transit Map on ti1e following page) 

Transit Service in Jones County 

'TI1ere is also transit service available in Jones County as part of the Section 5311 program. TI1e 

souti1ern portion ofJones Cotmty is part of the MATS area and transit setvice is provided on a de

mand response basis. The system operates three vans witi1 two of the vans being equipped with a 

wheelchait· lift. The setvice is not targeted towards a specific group but is available to the elderly 

and handicapped as well as others. Setv ice is available in tlus program Monday tiuu Friday. 



Figure 6-11 
Macon Transit Authority 

Bus Routes 

MACON TRANSIT AUTHORITY 
BUS ROUTES 

VINEVILLE I WESLEY AN 
- BELLVUE / LOG CABIN 

\VEST MACON 
- NORTII IDGHLANDS 
- OCMULGEE 
- \VESTGATE I BLOOMF!Eill 
- KINGSPARK / EASTMACON 
- MACON MALL / CHAMBERS RD~ 
- HOUSTON AVE I PEACH ORCHARD 

MITSI 
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ADA Description of Service 

11'le Transit Authority operates a fleet of five van s in conjunctio n with the Older Ameri

cans Council as part of the American s with Disabilities Act (ADA). The ADA requires that local 

transit operators p rovide paratransit service for the disabled . Tius setvice is also available for in di

viduals who cann ot use the local transit system because o f a disability. 11'le setv ice is available 

Monday - Saturday. (See Table 6-2 ) 

TABLE 6-2 
ADA SERVICE STATISTICS 

SER VICE 
CHARACTERISTIC 

SPAN OF SERVICE 

DAILYVANHrs. 

DAILY VAN MILES 

DAILY RIDERSH IP 

WEEKDAY 

5 am-llpm 

90 hours 

3,000 miles/ day 

100 clients/ day or more 

SOU R CE: OLDER AMERICANS COUNCIL 

SATURDAY 

5 am - llpm 

54 hours 

1,400 miles 

75 clients 

Comparison to Other Transit Providers In Georgia 

SUNDAY 

CLOSED 

CLOSED 

CLOSED 

CLOSED 

Tilis section provides an analysis of how the Macon Transit Authority (MTA) ranks am ong 

o ther comparable transit companies in G eorgia. TI1e analysis is broken down into five perfo rm

ance characteristics; namely, operating ratio, expense per mile, passenger trips per revenue mile, 

passengers per revenue vellicle hour and consumption per revenue mile (see Table 6-3) . 

Operating Ratio 

O perating ratio is the ratio o f operating exp enses to operating revenue. The average operat

ing ratio for compa:rable systems in G eorgia was 3 .48 for FY 2002. Based on these same tlgures, 

MTA had a ratio o f 3.50 wluch is slightly below the state average. 



TABLE 6-3 

PERFORMANCE CHARACTERISTICS 

SERVICE OPERATING EXPENSE- PASSENGER- PASSENGERS/ CONSUMPTION-

AREA RATIO PER MILE TRIPS I REVENUEVE- PER REVENUE 
REVENUE HICLEHOUR MILE 

ALBANY 6.12 $4.61 1.21 18.41 3 .12 GAL. 

ATHENS 2.03 $2.51 1.63 21.40 3.10 GAL. 

AUGUSTA 3.55 $3.23 1.42 13.28 5.23 GAL. 

COBB CO. 3.78 $4.68 1.42 23.56 3.16 GAL. 

COLUMBUS 3.43 $2.75 . 81 10.91 4.26 GAL . 

MACON 3.50 $2.75 1.23 15.60 4.02GAL. 

ROME 3.06 $3.50 1.60 26.95 5.79 GAL. 

SAVANNAH 3.11 $3.66 1.50 20.74 3.62GAL. 

AVERAGE 3.48 $3.70 1.29 18.21 3.52 GAL. 

Source: Georgia Department of Transportation, Office oflntennodal Programs, FY 2003 Georgia Transit fact Book. 

Expense Per Mile 

The expense per mile in the state averaged $3.70 . MTA had expenses less than the state 

average and was the second best out of the eight transit companies. Athens had the best expense 

per mile ratio among the transit systems analyzed . 

Passenger Trips per Revenue Mile 

Revenue miles are the total miles trav eled by revenue vehicles while in revenue service. This 

excludes miles traveled to and from storage facilities and other deadhead travel. During FY 2002, 

the average trip per revenue mile was 1.29 miles. The MTA ranked third out of the eight studied 

transit systems in this categmy. 

Passengers per Revenue Vehicle Hour 

Revenue vehicle hours are the total number hours that a vehicle is in revenue service. This 

excludes hours consumed while traveling to and from storage facilities ru1d during other deadhead 

travel. Based on the figures reflected in Table 6-3, MTA was below the state average in this cate-

goq. 



Consumption per Revenue Mile 

MTA has a fuel consumption rate of 4 .02 gallon s p er revenue mile . This was mo re than the 

state average of 3.52 gallon s per revenue mile. The MT A should monitor these trends to evaluate 

the e fficiency o f the tran sit system . There is always a n eed to be current on evaluating service. Ac

cordingly, this analysis should be performed annually. 
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Transit Facilities Plan 

Tius section provides a long term facilities plru1. for the MIA. The first part of tills section 

discusses transit riderslup; the second develops a bus replacement schedule; the third discusses 

possible setvice improvements; and the fourth establishes a capital plan. The fmal section fonnu

lates a financial plan. 

Transit Ridership 

According to Transit Authority projections, the weekly transit riderslup will increase 43% 

by FY 2008. 11us increase will occur as a result of increased service. (See Table 6-4 below) 

BUS SERVICE 

FIXED ROUTE VAN 
SERVICE 

TOTAL 

TABLE 6-4 
PROJECTED TRANSIT WEEKLY RIDERSHIP 

FY 2003 FY 2008 

10,000 14,000 

220 575 

10,220 14,575 

SOURCE: MACON TRANSIT AUTH ORITY 

PERCENT CHANGE 

43% 

In terms of riderslup characteristics, the majority of transit users a1·e African Americans in the 25-

61 year old age gt·oup. Most of these users do not have an automobile and use the transit system 

for such purposes as travel to work, shopping, and the doctor's office. 

Bus Replacement Schedule 

TI1e Bus Replacement Schedule for FY 2005 - 2030 may be found in Table 6-5. TI1e num

ber of buses in the active fleet will average 26 velucles for the next 10 years. H owever, in 2016 the 

total ammmt of verucles will increase to 30 vehicles in anticipation of increased 1~derslup. In addi

tion, the number of buses in peak usage w ill be 18 velucles until the year 2016 when tlus amount 

will increase to 21 velucles. The Transit Authority has instituted a fleet management plan in order 

to decrease the overall spru·e ratio. Subsequently, tl1e spare ratio will be less tl1an 45% eacl1 year for 

the Transit Authority. 



Table 6-5 
BUS REPLACEMENT SCHEDULE FY 2005-2030 

F 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 

Model 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 

1996 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1997 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1998 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1999 10 10 7 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2000 4 4 4 4 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2001 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2002 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2003 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2004 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2005 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2006 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2007 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2008 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2009 J 3 3 J 3 3 3 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2010 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2011 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 J 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2012 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 J 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2013 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2014 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2015 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2016 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 0 0 0 0 0 
2017 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 
2018 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 0 0 
2019 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 0 
2020 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 
2021 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
2022 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
2023 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
2024 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
2025 3 3 3 3 3 3 
2026 3 3 3 3 3 
2027 3 3 3 3 
2028 3 3 3 
2029 3 3 
2030 3 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Total 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 30 30 30 .JO 30 30 30 .JO 30 30 .JO .JO 30 30 .JO 
Veh. 

Peak 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 
Usage 

Spares 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 

Spare 44% 44% 44% 44% 44%44% 44% 44% 44% 44% 44% 43% 43% 43% 43% 43% 43% 43% 43% 43% 43% 43%43%43% 43 43 

Ratio 

Veh. 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
Retired 

Veh . 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 5 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
Purch . 



Transit Improvements 

TI1e Macon Transit Authority plans to place kiosks at various locations in order to provide 

the public with schedule and bus information. The initial kiosks will be located at the terminal sta

tion and the Macon Mall in 2005. In the future, the Transit Authority will be moving their office 

from the present location on Riverside Drive to the T erminal Station. In addition, the Terminal 

Station will eventually be renovated for use as an intennodal facility. However, the date for the re

location to the Terminal Station and the renovation of the facility has not been set. Funding for the 

renovation of the T erminal Station is available through the FTA Section 5309 program. 11"le City of 

Macon is currently preparing a development plan for the T erminal Station in order to qualify for 

funding under tlus program. T11e Transit Authority plans to continue to pmvide the same level of 

efficient service as it has in tl1e past. 

The Transit Authority is examining the possibility of expanding service to Sundays as well 

as using more buses on existing routes in order to increase service. In addition, a possible new 

route is being studied d1at would involve a Nortl1- Soutl1 express bus ti:om Tom Hill Rd. to Rocky 

Creek Rd. However, tl"lese improvements all depend on the availability of adequate funding in the 

future. 

In terms of future se1vice, tl"le City of Macon has been designated to receive funding under 

the Job Access and Reverse Commute (JARC) Program. Tlus program would provide transporta

tion setvice for low income persons in order to access jobs in the area. The JARC study d"lat was 

completed recommended additional transit services in various areas. First of all, d1e study recom

mended demand response se1vice to botl"l the Ocmulgee Industrial Park and Robins Air Force 

Base on a daily basis. The study also recommended tl"lat tl1e Transit Authority create a new daily 

route to southwest .Macon as well as expand existing se1vice to include late night and Sunday ser

vice. TI1e total cost of tlus additional service is estimated to be $1,167,770. Funding for the JARC 

program is available under the Section 3037 program but one half of the total amount must be 

fi.mded dtrough local sources. 
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Capital Plan 

During the time period from FY 2005-2030, the Transit Authority plans to purchase a 

number of capital items. These items include a total of eighty passenger buses that will involve the 

purchase of three buses each year except in 2016 when a total of five buses will be purchased. In 

addition d1ere will be a total of twenty-three paratransit vans, six administrative vehicles, and five 

se1vice vehicles purchased from PY 2005 thm FY 2030. The passenger buses will be acquired 

through d1e PTA Section 5307 and Section 5309 grant programs. H owever, d1e other vehicles will 

be purchased duo ugh the FT A Section 5307 grant program only. The Capital Improvement 

Schedule can be found in Table 6-6 on the following page. 

Financial Plan 

The projected operating revenues and expenses for the Macon Transit Authority (NITA) 

are located in Table 6-7. Subsequently, tl1e enclosed Financial Plan for FY 2005-2030 in Table 6-8 

demonstrates tl1e various ftmding sources that are utilized to mn tl1e MTA. The PTA Section 5307 

program will fund botl1 capital and operating expenses. This grant program will fund 80% of capi

tal expenses and the remainder can be applied to operating costs. In addition, the PTA Section 

5309 program will fund a portion of d1e capital items tl1at will be purchased in tl1e future. As a 

result, d1e local funding share required for capital costs will not increase substantially in d1e h1ture. 

Conclusion 

The Macon Transit Autlwrity is dedicated to providing efficient and quality service to tl1e 

public. As tl1e Macon area grows, tl1e ridership for d1e Transit Aud1ority will also increase. The 

Transit Aud1ority will continue to determine what improvements are needed in order to se1ve tl1e 

increased demand tor public transportation. 
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TABLE6-6 
Capital Improvement Schedule 2005-2030 

FY 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 
Item 

Lease $116,124 116,124 116,124 116,124 116,124 116,124 116,124 
Vehicles 

Purcl1ase $870,000 870,000 870,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 1,425,000 855000 
P assenger 
Buses 

Purchase 
Para transit 
Vans 

$40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 

Purchase $25,000 
Admin. 
Vehicles 

P urchase $40,000 
Service 
Vehicles 

$25,000 25,000 25,000 

40,000 40,000 

Total $1,051,124 1,026,124 1,051,124 1,011,124 971,124 971,124 1,076,124 895000 895000 895000 895000 1530000 895000 

(Continued) 

FY 2018 
I tem 

2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 

Purchase $855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 855,000 
Passenger 
Buses 

Purcl1ase $40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 
Paratransit 
Vans 

Purchase 
Administrative 
Vehicles 

Purchase 
Service 
Vehicles 

$25,000 

$40,000 

25,000 

40,000 

Total $895,000 895,000 895,000 960,000 895,000 895,000 895,000 895,000 960,000 895,000 895,000 895,000 895,000 



YEAR 
2005 
2006 
2007 
2008 
2009 
2010 
2011 
2012 
2013 
2014 
2015 
2016 
2017 
2018 
2019 
2020 
2021 
2022 
2023 
2024 
2025 
2026 
2027 
2028 
2029 
2030 

TABLE 6-7 
PROJECTED OPERATING EXPENSES AND SYSTEM REVENUES 

FY 2005-2030 

OPERATING SYSTEM 
EXPENSE REVENUE 
$3,674,549 $1 ,015,021 
$3,748,040 $1,025,1 71 
$3,823,001 $1,035,423 
$3,899,461 $1,045,771 
$3,977,450 $1,056,235 
$4,056,999 $1,066,797 
$4,138,139 $1,077,465 
$4,220,902 $1,088,240 
$4,305,320 $1,099,122 
$4,391,426 $1,110,113 
$4,479,255 $1,121 ,214 
$4,568,840 $1,132,426 
$4,660,217 $1,143,751 
$4,753,421 $1,155,188 
$4,848,489 $1,166,740 
$4,945,459 $1,178,408 
$5,044,368 $1,190,192 
$5,145,255 $1,202,094 
$5,248,160 $1,214,114 
$5,353,123 $1,226,256 
$5,460,185 $1,238,518 
$5,569,389 $1,250,903 
$5,680,777 $1,263,412 
$5,794,393 $1,276,046 
$5,910,281 $1,288,807 
S6,028,487 $1,301,695 

TOTAL $123,725,386 $29,969,122 
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OPERATIONAL COST PLAN 
Projected Revenue 
Less: Operating E xpenses 
Operating Deficit 

TABLE 6-8 
FINANCIAL PLAN 2005-2030 

Source of funding to cover operating deficit: 
1. Federal Section 5307 Operating Grant 
2. Local Operating Funds 

CAPITAL PURCHASE COST PLAN 
Estimated Cost of Capital Items: 

Source of funding to cover capital items: 
1. Section 5307 Capital Grant Program 

a. F ederal Section 5307 Capital Grant (80%) 
b. State Match for Sec. 5307 Capital Grant (10%) 
c. Local Match for Sec. 5307 Capital Grant (10%) 

2. Section 5309 Capital Grant Program 
a. Federal Section 5309 Capital Grant (80%) 
b. State Match for Sec. 5309 Capital Grant (10%) 
c. Local Match for Sec. 5309 Capital Grant (10%) 

Total amount of funding needed to purchase capital items 

Amount of capital items not funded: 

$29,969,122 
$123,725,386 

$93,756,264 

$46,878,132 
$46,878,132 

$24,927,868 

$13,558,294 
$ 1,694,787 
$ 1,694,787 

$ 6,384,000 
$ 798,000 
$ 798,000 

$24,927,868 

- 0 -



Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 

ln. many parts of the countty, bikeways, sidewalks, and other pedestrian an.d recreational facilities have be

come integral parts of a holistic strategy to improve quality of life for neighborhoods and the communities 

that use them. TI1e call for more walkable, livable, and accessible communities has seen bicycling and walk

ing emerge as an indicator of the health and well being of a community. Accommodations for bicycling, 

walking, and other recreational facilities should be a routine part of the planning, design, constmction, op

eration, and maintenance of transportation facilities in the Macon Area Transportation Study (i\!IATS) area 

and not as a last afterthought or «icing on the cake" . 

This portion of the Long Range Transportation plan draws from the Macon-Bibb County Bikeways and 

P edestrian Plan. The plan was meant to be primarily informational to serve as a first step in a comprehen

sive endeavor to address bicycle and pedestrian issues in the MATS area. A more in depth implementation 

strategy will be forth coming in the near future. The plan comple ted ir1 FY 03 presented proposed routes 

that were selected from a citizens committee and the plan also discussed improvements along current 

routes. TI1e pedestrian element identified pedestrian needs such as sidewalks along transit routes through

out the community that are operated by the Macon Transit Authority. 

The proposed bicycle routes in the plan were chosen based upon various criteria that took into considera

tion the complexity that would be involved into bringing the routes to fruition. Therefore, the bicycle ele

ment was driven by two objectives. The first objective was to identify existing routes and new routes that 

could be improved by adding striping to accommodate a bike lane and/ or signage within the existing pave

ment width without requiring a major road project. The second objective was to identify new routes that 

would require new constmction and coordinate the construction of these routes with Transportation Im

provement Program (TIP) projects. 

Lastly, the Visual Preference Smvey (VPS) provided invaluable community input on tl1e importance of bi

cycle and pedestrian facilities in Bibb County. The VPS was most useful in articulating the community's 

desires as tl1ey relate to bicycle and pedestrian facilities. 



Inventory of Existing Conditions 

Bikeways 

TI1e MATS area currently contains a total of six designated bikeways. One of the bikeways, the Ocmnlgee 

H eritage Greenway, is also a multi-use patl1. The information in this section will provide a general descrip

tion of the routes and the trip generators that are served by each route. 

Table 6-9 
Existing Designated Bicycle R outes 

Route From To Type Length 

East Macon Coliseum Dr. / Main St Shurli..ng Dr. / Miller- Shared Lane 4.4 mi. 
field Rd 

Downtown Tatnall Square Park Central City Park Shared Lane 2.9 mi. 

Freedom P ark Tatnall Square Academy Napier Ave. / For- Shared Lane / 5.9 mi. 
syth Rd Bike Lane 

Columbus Road Brentwood Ave. Columbus Rd. Shared Lane 3.5 mi. 

Central Route Monroe Co. Line Houston Co. Line Shared Lane 21.1 mi. 

Ocmulgee Heritage MLKBridge Glenridge Dr. Muti-Use Off 1.5 mi. 
Greenway Road Facility 

East Macon. TI1e East Macon bikeway traverses along a historically and culturally significant por

tion of the city. The soutl1em portion starts at Main Street and trav

erses to Emeq Highway. The northern spur encompasses tl1e length 

of Fort Hill Street from Main Street to Shurling Drive. This route then 

h eads east on Shud ing Drive and ends at .Millerfield Road. Bicycle 

route signs are fmmd along tl1e route and sidewalks are provided. This 

route offers access to several attractions in East .Niacon. Attractions Fort Hill StJeet 

such as Fort Hawkins, Ocmulgee Natioual Monument, Northeast Plaza Shopping Center, Shurlington 

Plaza, and various schools can be reached along tlus route. 
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Figure 6-12 
Current Designated Bike 

Legend 

Existing Bike Routes 

Name 

-- Central Route Bikeway 

- Columbus Road 

Downlown 

- EasiMaoon 

- Freedom Park 

County Lme 

MATS Roads 

MATS Boundary 
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Downtown. The Downtown route traverses through many historical 

areas and neighborhoods in Macon. Tlus bikeway originates at Tat

nail Squat·e Park and it follows Oglethorpe Street, College Street, 

Georgia Avenue, New Street and Walnut Street. Tlus route offers access 

to such facilities as the U.S. Post Office, Waslungton P ark, the Mmucipal 

Auditorium, Central City Park, and Tatnall Square Park. A portion of the 

bikeway traverses through the Central Business District 

Freedom Park. Tlus facility originates at Tatnall Square Park. 

Tl1e bikeway proceeds north on Dannenberg A venue, changes direction 

southward along Holt Avenue and then proceeds west 011 Beech Avenue. 

Tl1e bikeway then heads northward along Wood Street and includes Bart

lett Street, Roff Avenue, Lake Street, F airmont Avenue, and Napier Ave

nue. The facility ends at the intersection of Napier and Forsyd1 Road. Napier Avenue 

Tlus bikeway provides access to various schools and some shopping. 

Columbus Road. This bikeway is 3.5 miles long and starts on 

Brentwood Avenue and proceeds soud1ward to Churchill Street. From 

ChurclUll Street, d1e route proceeds along Berkner Street and then heads 

west along Mercer Utuversity Drive until it stops at Columbus Road. Tlus 

is a shared lane facility. Tl1e route offers access to regional shopping cen

ters such as d1e Macon Mall, Presidential Parkway shopping center, and 

many other attractions. 

Central Route. The central bike route is a state designated bike route and is part of network of 

bike routes iliroughout d1e State of Georgia. The route spans the entire 

length of the county begimung on Forsyd1 Road near the Monroe 

Cow1ty line and ending 011 Industrial Highway near d1e Houston County 

line. The route travels south along Forsyth Road, Vmevi.lle Avenue, Pio 

Nono Avenue, Hawkinsville Road and Industrial Highway. Tl1e entire 

length of the route i.s 21 miles. Currently tlus is a shared use facility with 

no stgnage. 
Vineville Avenue 
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Biking, Exercise, and Hiking Trails 

T h e Ocmulgee Heritage Greenway. TI1e Ocmulgee H eritage Greenway is a recent addition to 

the recreation system in Macon-Bibb County. TI1e greenway is a multi-use path that can accommodate a 

variety of uses such as, walking, skating, cycling, and general exercise to name a few. 

Currently tl1e greenway spans a Lttle over a mile from the Otis Redding 

Bridge to Glem1. Ridge Drive in tlle Shirley Hills neighborhood. In less 

than three years tl1e greenway will continue to tl1e Old ::Macon Water 

Works site near North Pierce Avenue. The greenway, when fully imple

mented, will span tl1e entire lengtl1 of the county by traversing along the 

Ocmulgee River. By spamung the entire length of tl1e county, tl1e green

way will provide a means of connectivity for many areas in the county. 

E ast Macon P ark . East Macon Park is the only park in Bibb 

County tl1at offers facilities that are specifically designed for cycling and 

luking. The park operates a B:NIX bike trail for people interested in what 

has now become known as Extreme Sports or it can be used for novice 

level use. The park also has a nature trail that can be used for nature luk

ing or biking. 

Pedestrian Facilities 
East Macon Park Nature Trail 

As previously mentioned, the pedestrian element identified pedestrian needs along transit routes through

out the community tl1at are operated by the Macon Transit Authority. The scope of the pedestrian element 

was confined to pedestrian faciLties along transit routes primarily due to tl1e funding source of tl1e study 

being tl1e Federal Transit Administration. Pedestrian facilities such as sidewalks along transit routes were 

inlportant to examine because many times transit users walk along transit routes out of necessity due to tl1e 

lack of personal transportation ratl1er than for recreation or healtl1 benefits. These sidewalks are probably 

the most used per capita. This being tl1e case, it is vety important that these facilities be available and in 

good condition. 



Vineville/Charter Hospital Route- #1. The Vin.eville/ Charter H ospital Route se1ves the population 

mainly duoughout what is considered as "l\tiidtown Macon" along Vineville Ave/ Ridge Avenue. The route 

is approximately 10 miles row1d trip and normally takes an average of 60 minutes to complete. Dw~ng the 

course of the route, d ata was collected to iuventmy e,.'(isting conditions that pe1·tain to: Number of lanes

one direction, speed limit, tum lanes, on-street parking, sidewalks (on/ off curb), sidewalk conditions & 

land-use. 

Tmnsit Route -Location #of Lanes
one direction 

H a rdeman Ave: College St to 2 to 3 
WardSt 

Vineville Ave: Ward St to 

Pierce Avenue 

Vmeville Ave: Pierce Ave to 2 t~ 3 
Riley Ave 

Vmeville Ave: Riley Ave to 2 to 3 
Park Street 

Vineville Ave: Park St to 
Clliuter Blvd 

Charter Bh.,d: Vmeville Ave lO 

Forest Hill Rd 

Forest Hill Rd: Ch..rte< Blvd 
to Ridge Ave 

Ridge Ave: Forest Hill Rd to 
Riley Ave 

Ridge Ave' Riley Ave to B!IDd 
Academy 

10 Vineville Ave: Fonyth St to 

II 

CollegeSt 

College St: For.syth St to 

Washington Ave 

12 Washington A\'e: College St to 
2ndSt 

2to3 

Speed 
!.Unit 

(MPH) 

30 

30 

35 

45 

45 

NotPostrd 

30 

35 

35 

30 

30 

25 

Table 6-10 
Vineville/Charter Hospital Route - #1 

Inventory of Existing Conditions 

Tum Lane (y/ n) Left, Onstreet Sidewalks (On 
Right. Both Parking Curb/Off Curb) 

(y/n) 

Y(@ intersections) Yes On/ Off 

Both No On/ Off 

No No On 

No No Portion of Route 

Both No On 

No No N/ A 

No No N/f> 

No Yes Off 

No No N/ A 

Y(@ iutersection s) No On 

No Ye:s On 

Y(@ intersections) Yes On 

Sidewalk Conditions: 1-Poor Condition; 2-5 Modet2te Impro'\"ements; 6-9 h.!inoc Impmvemeuts; 10 - Great Condition 

Lw( t<s?<l#rtViMi<mJ; ks; f.<>i~tn-tiA-1; Instit: InstitutimA-1; ~; e.,,,,,,,utw; r"[ Off rrofoJJi...,.t Ojfiu.; 

1u.: Furt~<timA-1; L~lt.t In<{; Li,lt.t In~ustriA-1 

Sidewalk Land Uoe (Comm ercial/ 
Conditions (1 Residential/ Institutional) 

to 10) 

2to5;6to9 Institutional/ Commercial 

6 to9 Res; Prof. Off, Institutional 

2to5 Res; Commaci21; Pro£ Off 

2to5 Res; Comme.rcial; Pro( Off 

6ro9 Instimtioual/ Prof Office 

N/A Vac.ant; Instit; Prof Off 

N/A Res.idential; Institutiowl 

6 to 9 Res.; lnstit; Recreation 

N/A Res; lru:tit; Prof Office 

2to5 Residential; Commercial 

6to9 Re.identi21 

6to9 Res; lnstit; Prof. Office 



Figure 6-13 
Transit Routes 
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Bellevue/Log Cabin/Zebulon/ Route- #2/2B. TI1e Bellevue/Log Cabin/Zebulon Drive mute se1ves 

the population mainly throughout the Bellevue and Northwest Macon area. The mute is approximately 13 

miles round trip and normally takes an average of 60 minutes to complete dming the weekday, and ap

proximately 25 miles round trip which normally takes an average of 7 5 minutes to complete during the 

weekend. 

Table 6-11 
Bellevue/ Log Cabin/Zebulon Road Route- #2/2B 

Inventory of Existing Conditions 

Transit Route - Location #of Lanes- Speed Tum Lane (Y/n) On street Sidewalks Sidewalk Condi- Land Use (Commercial/ 
one direo- Limit Left , Right, Both Parking (On Curb/ tions (1 to 10) Residential/ Institutional) 

tion (MPH) (y/n) Off Curb) 

Cotton Ave: Poplar St to Not Posted No Yes On/Off 2 to 5; 6 to 9 Comm; lnstit, Prof. Office 
ColkgeSt 

College St: Cotton Ave to j() Yes Yes On 6to9 Res; lnst:it; Commeccial 
Oglethorpe St. 

3 Oglethorpe St: College St 30 No Yes On 6 to9 Recreation; Prof Office 
toAdamsSt 

Adams St: Oglethorpe/ 25 No Yes On/ Off 6 w9 Residential 
Che.stuut/Moruoe/ St 

Forsyth St: Monroe St to 30 Yes No On/Off 6 to9 lks; Instit; Prof_ Office 

ColkgeSt 

Adams St: Ogktho~ St to 25 No Yes Off 6ro9 Residential; Recreation 
ColemanAv 

Colern,a.nAV'e: Acbms St to 25 No No On 6ro9 Instirntional; Recreation 
NapierAv 

Napier Ave: Carling Ave to 30 No Yes On/Off 2to5; 6to9 lnstitution2..1; Recreation 
PioNonoAv 

Napier Ave: Pio Nono Av 35 Y(@ Intersection) No On/ Off 6to9 Institutional; Recreation 
to Hillcrest Blvd 

10 Napier Ave: Hillcrest Bkd 35 Y(@Inrersection) No On/ Off 2to5; 6to9 Res; Comm; Instit; Pmf 
to Log Cabin Office 

11 Log Cabin Dr: Napier Ave 25-3() Y(@ Intersection) No On 10 Residential; lnstihttional 
to Hollingsworth 

12 Hollingsworth Rd: Log 25 No No N/A N/A Residential; Instihttional 
Uiliin to MumfOI:d Rd 

13 Mmnford Rd: 25 No No On 10 Residential; Institutional 
Hollingsworth Rd to Napier 

Ave. 

14 Napier Ave: Mwnford Ave 35-40 Yes No On 6 to9 Res; Comm.; Institutional 
toN_ Napier Apt:s. 

15 Napier Ave: N _ Napie.t 40 Both No On 10 Residential; Institutional 
Apt:s. to Park St. 

16 Napier Ave: Park St to 40 Y(@ Intersection) No N/A N/A Corrunercial; Residential 
Forsyth Rd 

17 Forsyth Rd: Napier Ave. to 45 Both No On 10 Commercial 
Tucker Rd. 

18 Forsyth Rd: Tucker Rd. ro 45 Both No On 10 Residential; Institutional 
Zebulon Rd. 

19 Zebulon Rd: Forsyth Rd. 45 Both No Off 10 Residential 
toBassRd 

20 Z ebulon Rd: Bass Rd. to 45 Both No Off 10 Residential; Institutional 
Planution Centre 

"21 Z ebulon Rd.: Plantation 45 Both No Off 10 Commercial; Institutional 
Centre to Peake Rd 

'l2 Peake Rd.: Zebulon Rd to 35 N o No Off 10 Comm; Res; Pro( Office 
Peake Nws.ing Centa 
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West Macon/Thomaston Rd Route- #3 .. TI1e West Macon/ TI10maston Road route se1ves the 

population mainly throughout the westerly portion of the county. T he route is approximately 19 miles 

round trip and normally takes an average of 75 minutes to complete. 

Table 6-12 
West MaconfThomaston Road Route . #3 

Inventory of Existing Conditions 
Transit # of lanes. Speed Limit Turn Lane (y/ On street Sidewal ks Sidewalk Land Use 
Route- one direction (MPH) n ) Lett. Parking (y/n) (On Curb/Off Conditions (Commercial 

Location Right, Both Curb) (1 to 10) /Residential/ 
Institutional) 

Poplar St: 2 25 Bolh Yes On 6to9 Commercial; 
2nd St to Residential 

Broadway/ 
MLK 

2 Broadway/ 2 30 Both Yes On 10 Commercial; 
MLK: Poplar Res; Prof. 
St to Ogle- Office 
thorpe St 

3 Oglethorpe 35 No Yes On 6 to 9 Comm; Prof. 
St: Broadway Office 

to 1stSt 
4 Oglethorpe 35 No Yes On 6to9 Comm; Instil; 

St: 1stStto Residential 
College St 

5 College St: 1 to2 25 Both Yes on 6 to9 Recreation; 
Oglethorpe St instil; Prof. 
to Coleman Office 

Av 
6 Coleman Av : 30 No Yes On/Off 10 Recreation; 

CollegeStto institutional 
Adams St 

7 Montpelier 35 No Yes On 6to9; 10 instil ; Comm; 
Av: Adams St Res; Prof. 
to Pia Nona Office 

Av 
8 Montpelier 35 No No On 6to9 Instil ; Comm; 

Av: Pia Nona Residential 
Av to Mercer 
Univ Drive 

9 Mercer Univ 2 45 Both No on ·to Commercial; 
Dr: Montpe- Prof. Office 

lierAvto 
Anthony Rd 

10 Anthony Rd: 40 Both No Off 10 Comm;Res; 
Mercer Univ Rec; instil; 
Dr to KeyS! Prof. Office 

'11 Key S!: Not Posted No No N/A NIA Commercial 
Anthony Rd 

to Eisen-
howerPkwy 

12 Eisenhower 2 45 Both No N/A NIA Commercial 
Pkwy: Key St 

to Heron/ 
Mallard St 

13 Heron/ 25 No Yes On 10 Residential 
Mallard St: 
Eisenhower 

Pkwy to 
Anthony Rd 

14 Mercer Univ 2 45 Bolh No On 10 Commercial 
Dr: Anthony 
Rd to Edna 

Place 
15 Mercer Unlv 2 45 Both No On 10 Institutional ; 

Dr: Edna Commercial 
Place to 

Bloomfield Rd 
16 Mercer Univ 2 45 Both No on ·to Institutional; 

Dr: Bloom- Commercial 
field Rd to 
Log Cabin 

17 Mercer Univ 2 45 Both No On/Off 6to9 Comm;Res; 
Dr: Log Cabin Prof. Off; light 
to Food Uon Ind. 

Sidewalk Conditions· 1 - Poor Condition; 2-5 Moder2te lmpmvemmt:s~ 6-9 ~finm: lmpm...,-remeuts; 10-Gre2t Condition 
Land Use Abbreviations: Res: Residen~ Instit: InstitutioruU; Comm: Cormnercial; Prof.. Off: Profession2l Office~ Rec: Recre.ltioual; Ligh t Ind: Light Industrial 

MB " t:>-t l ll n> · 1!. z · ,, · · 6 6? SHARED VISIONS P6e t 'tiltM-u,uo t-B<dlj rfo.rrM; ll! """'/ ~-c"'"''tt~c( · - - Planning SmartC!IoicM 



North Highland Route - #4. TI1.e Nortl1. Highland Route setves the population mainly tl1.roughout the 

Ft Hill Neighborhood and areas alo ng Clinton Road. The route is approximately 12 miles round trip and 

normally takes an average of 60 minutes to complete. 

Table 6-13 
North Highland Route - #4 

Inventory of Existing Conditions 
Transit Route - # of Lanes - one Speed Limit Turn Lane (y/n) Left, Onstreet Sidewalks (On Sidewalk Condi- Land Use 

Location direction (MPH) Right, Both Parking Curb/Off Curb) tions (Commercial/ 
(y/n) (1 to 10) Residential/ 

Institutional) 
Spring St: Riverside 2to3 35 Both No On 10 Comm; Ocmulgee 
Dr. to Emery Hwy River 

2 Baconsfield Dr: Not Posted No No On/Off 6to9 Residential 
Gray Hwy to Nolting-

ham 
3 Nottingham Dr: 35 No No On/Off 6to 9 Commerciat 

Baconsfield to Gray 
Hwy 

4 Gray Hwy: Nolting- 3 35 Yes No Off 2 to 5 Commercial 
ham to Clinton Rd 

5 Clinton Rd: Gray 35 No No Off 10 Comm; Res1den-
Hwy to Lexington tial 

6 Lexington St: Clin- Not Posted No No N/A N/A Commercial 
ton Rd to Gray Hwy 

7 Gray Hwy: Lexington 2 to3 35/50 Both No Off 6to9 Commercial 
to Clinton Rd 

8 Clinton Rd: Gray 35 No No N/A N/A Residential 
Hwy to Upper River 

Rd 
9 Shurling Dr: Clinton 1 to2 45 Both No On 6to9 Commercial 

Rd to Kitchens Rd 

10 Kitchens Rd: Shurl- 25 No No On 10 Residential 
ing Dr to Haywood 

Rd 
11 Maynard St: Shurl- 25 No Yes On 6to9 Res; Instil; Rec. 

ing to Hall St 

12 Hall St: Maynard St 25 No Yes On 6to9 Res; lnst1t; 
to Gray Hwy 

13 2nd St: Gray Hwy to 2 45 Left No N/A N/A Res; Vacant 
Emery Hwy 

14 Emery Hwy: 2nd St 2 35 No No Off 6to9 Commercial 
toGra H 

lVlB " p .• , I' , n1 · & z . I' . . 6 6" SHARED VISIONS 
~ l't11M,._wno '-~1 r{/}lfliiKf ~"t~ (~Jf•'lfl0• - _, PlannlllgSmartCIIolces 
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Ocmulgee/Tom Hill VA Hospital Route - # 5/ SB. TI1e O cmulgee/Tom Hill/VA Hospital Route 

serves the population mainly throughout the Pleasant Hill and North Macon area. The route is approxi

mately 19 miles round trip and normally takes an average o f 75 minutes to complete 

Table 6-14 
Oc:mulgee/Tom Hill/VA Hospital Route- #5/5B 

Invenrory of E.xisting Conditions 

Transit Route- #of Lanes - Speed limit Tum Lane (y I Onstreet Sidewalks (On Sidewalk Land Use 
Location one direction (MPH) n) Left, Right, Parking (y/n) Curb/Off Conditions (1 (Commercial/ 

Both Curb) to 10) Residential/ 
Ins titutional) 

Riverside Dr: 25 Both No Off 6to9 Comrnecci,J 
SpringSt to 

Madison St 
MadisonSt: 25 No Yes On 6to9 lksidenoal; 

Riverside Dr to I nstitutional 
Jefferson St 

3 Jefferson St: Not Posted No Yes On 6to9 RciientW; 
Madison St to Recreation 

MonrooSt 
Monroe St: Not Posted No Yes On 2to5 Residenti21 

Jefferson St to 

Ste\vut: St 

Stewart St: Not Posted No Yes N/A N/ A ReSldenti21 
MoruoeStto 
Madison St 
WaloutSt: 25-35 No Yes Off 6to9 Institutional; 

l\hdisoo St to Resido:Itial 
WardSt 

7 Ward St: Walnut Not Posted No Yes N/A N/ A lr.lStitutional; 
St to 2nd & 3rd Residenti21 

Ave 
3rd.Ave: 2nd 25 No Yes On 2to5 Institutional; 
Av-e to ForeSt ResideotW 

Av. 
Jrd Ave: Fores:t 25 No Yes On 2 to5 Residential 
AvetoRogets 

Ave 
10 Rogers Ave: 3r:d 25 No No N/A N/ A Residential 

Ave to Ingleside 
Avo 

11 Ingle5ide Ave: 35 No No On 10 RciientW; Prof 
Rogers Ave to Office 
Riverside Dr 

12 Riverside Dr: 2 45 Both No N/A N/ A Commetcial 
Ingleside Ave to 

Baxter: Ave 
13 Baxter Ave: Not Posted No No N/A N/ A Re~adential 

Riverside Dr: to 
Forest Ave 

14 Forest Ave: 25 No Yes Oo 6to9 Residential 
Bancc Ave to 

3rdAve 
IS Ingleside Ave: 35 No No N/A N/ A Re~jdentW.; 

Rogers Ave to Commer:ci~ 

Pierce Ave 
16 Pierce Ave: 40 No No N/A N/ A Residential 

Ingleside Av to 
Old Holton Rd 

17 Pierce Ave: Old 35-40 No No Off 10 Institutional; 
HoltonRdto Resiileoti21 
.Rivecsm Dr: 

18 Riversid e Dr: 2 45 Both No N/A N/ A Commercial; 
Pierce Ave to I nstitutional 
Wunbish Rd 

19 Riversid~. Dr: lto 2 45 Both No N/A N/ A Res; Corrun; 
\Vimbish Rd to Institutional 

North Crest 
20 North Crest: Not Posted No No N/A N/ A Commercial; 

Itnrerside to P<o[ Office 
Elnor:a/N.Side 

Dr 
21 Northside Dr. 45 Both No On 10 Commercial; 

Elnora Dr to Institutional 
R.iver:s.ide Dr 

22 Tom Hill Sr: 2. 35 Both No N/A N/ A Cornm.er:cial~ 
Norths.ide Dr:to Institutional 

R.iver:s.ide Dr 

Sidtdewalk Conditions· l - Poo.r: Condi.tiou; 2-5 Moder::ate Improvements; 6-9 Minor: Improvt':lllents; 10 - Great Condition 

Land Usc Abbreyigtiom; Res: Residential; Instit: Institutional; Comm: Comme.rci21; Prof. Off: P.r:ofessional Offi~ Rec: Recreational; Light Iod: Light lndustri:a.l 



Westgate/Bloomfield Route #6. l11e Westgate/ Bloomfield route serves the population mainly 

throughout the South Macon/ Bloomfield area. The mute is approximately 20 miles round trip and nor

mally takes an average of 75 minutes to complete. 

2 

3 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

Transit 
Route

Location 

Poplar St: 
2nd St to3rd 

st 
3rd St: 

Poplar S! to 
Plum S! 

PlumSt: 3rd 
St to 2nd St 

2nd St: Plum 
St to Poplar 

St 
2nd St: Plum 

St to 2nd 
Street Bridge 
2nd St: 2nd 
St. Bridge to 
Edgewood 

Ave 
2nd St: 

Edgewood 
Ave to Ell St 
Ell St: 2nd St 

to Murphy 
Homes 

Ell St: Mur
phy Homes to 
Pio N0110 Av 

10 Eisenhower 
Pkwy: Laveta 

Drto Pio 
NonoAve 

11 Pio Nono 
Av: Ell Stto 
Newberg Ave 

12 Pio Nono 
Av: Newberg 
Ave to Rocky 

Creek Rd 
13 Rocky Creek 

Rd: Pio Nono 
AvtoBioom

fieldDr 
14 Rocky Creek 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

Rd: Bloom
field Dr to 
Bloomfield 

Rd 
Bloomfield 
Rd: Rocky 

Creek Rd to 
Nisbet Rd/Dr 
Nisbet Rdl 
Dr: Bloo~ 
field Rdto 
Bonnie Ave 

Bonnie Ave: 
Nisbet Dr to 
Bloomfield 

Rd 
Deeb Dr: 

Bloomfield 
RdtoWalmar 

Dr 
WalmarDr: 
Deeb Dr to 
Leone Dr/ 
Bloomfield 

Rd 
Bloomfield 

Rd: Leone Dr 
to Deeb Dr 

#of Lanes
one direction 

2 

2 

1 to 2 

1 to2 

3 

2 

2 

2 

2 

Speed 
Limit 
(MPH) 

25 

Not 
Posted 

Not 
Posted 

25 

25-30 

30 

30 

25 

25 

45 

40-45 

45 

45 

45 

40 

25 

25 

25 

25 

25 

Table 6-15 
Westgate/Bloomfield Route - #f> 

Inventory of Existing Conditions 
Tum Lane (yin) Left, Onstreet Park-

Right, Both ing (yin) 

Both Yes 

Both Yes 

No Yes 

No Yes 

No Yes 

No Yes 

No Yes 

No No 

No Yes 

Both No 

Both No 

Both No 

Both No 

Both No 

No No 

No No 

No No 

No No 

No No 

No No 

Sidewalk Cgndjtigns· I - Poor Condition~ 2-5 Modeclllte Improvements; 6-9" ~1inor Impmvanents; 10 - Grot Condition 

Sidewalks (On 
Curb/Off Curb) 

On 

On 

On 

On 

On 

On/Off 

On 

On 

On 

On 

On 

N/A 

On 

On 

Off 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Off 

Sidewalk Condi
tions 

(1 to 10) 

6to9 

6to9 

2to 5 

2to 5 

2to 5 

2to5 

2to 5 

6to9 

6to9 

6to9 

10 

N/A 

10 

10 

10 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

10 

Land Usc Abbreyigtign:r Res: Residential; Instit: Institutional; Comm: Conune.rcW; Prof. Off: Professional Office; Rec: R.ea::eational; Ligbt Iod: Light Industrial 

Land Use 
(Commercial/ 
ResldentiaU 
Institutional) 

Commercial; Prof. 
Office 

Commercial; Prof. 
Office 

Commercial 

Commercial 

Comm; Prof. Off; 
lnsututional 

Residential; Institu
tional 

Residential ; Ins tit; 
Commercial 

Residential ; Institu
tional 

Residential 

Commercial 

Comm; Prof. Off; 
Institutional 

Commercial; 
Institutional 

Commercial; 
Residential 

Residential; Instil; 
Commercial 

Residential; Institu
tional 

Residential; Institu
tional 

Residential 

Residential 

Residential 

Residential 



Macon Mall/Chambers Road Route- #9. TI1e Macon Mall/Chambers Road route serves the 

population mainly throughout the Unionville area, Macon Mall and the westerly portion of the county at 

Macon State College. TI1e route is approximately 18 miles round trip and normally takes an average of 90 

minutes to complete. 

Table 6-16 
Macon Mall/Chambers Road Route- # 9 

Inventory of Existing Conditions 
Transit Route - #of Speed Limit Tum Lane (y/n) Left, Right, Omnreet S;d ewalk. (On Curb/ Sidewalk Land Use 

Location Lanes - (MPH) Both P adrn>g (y/ Off Curb) Conditions (Commercial/ 
one n) (1 tolO) Residential/ 

direction Institutional) 
College S ta tion 1 Not Posud No No N /A N/A Commeccial; Institu-

Dr: Romeiser Dr tiona! 
to Eisenhou.T.! 
Pkwy/Rally Rd 
Eisenhower 45 Both No N /A N /A Coromecci21 

P kwy' IUlly Rd to 

ChambecsRd 
ChambersRd: 35 No No N /A N /A Conllll; Res; lnstitu-

Eisenhower Pkwy tiona! 
to LogCabm 

Bloomfield Rd' 40 No No Off 10 Conllll; Res; Instiru-
Log Cabin to tiona! 
Eisenhower 
Eisenhower 45 Both No N /A N /A Commer-cial 

Pkwy' Bloomfidd 
Rd to Log Cabm 

Log Cabin: 40 No No N / A N/A Commercial 
EisenhoweL Pkwy 

to Pn::sidentia.l 
Pkwy 

Presidential 30 Both No Off 10 Commc:tcial 
Pkwy. Log Cabin 

to Eisenhower 
Pkwy 

Eisenhower 45 Both No N/ A N / A Comme<cial 
Pkwy: Bloomfidd 
Rd to Walsh Pkwy 

Eisenhower 2 to3 45 Both No N/ A N/A Comme<cial 
Pkwy:Walsh 
Pb.vyto Pio 
NonoAv 

10 Pio NonoAv: 2 40 Both No On 10 Comma:cial 
Eisenhower Pkwy 

to Anthony Rd 
ll Anthony Rd: Pio 40 Both No Off to R~i&uti21 

Nona to Anthony 
Terr. 

12 Anthony T err. Not Posted No No N /A N / A .Rai&uti21 
Anthony Rd to 

Eisenhower 
13 PioNonoAv: 2 40 Both No On/ Off 10 Comm; Res; Imtitu-

Anthony Rd to tioruU 
·M:acer Univ. Dr 

14 M~cer:Univ. 2 35-40 Both No Ou 6to9 Comm; Res; Institu-
Dr: Pia Nono Av timW. 

to PhutSt 
15 Plant St/Fdton 30 No Yes On/ Off 10 Residenti21 

Av: Mercer Univ. 
Dr to Jeff Davis 

16 Jeff Davis/ 30 No No On/ Off 6to 9 R.s.idential; lnstitu-
Telfak Felton tiona! 

Av to Oglethorpe 
St 

17 1st s" Oglethorpe 2 25 No Yes On 6 to9 Coilllilr,{cW; Institu-
St to PopW: St tiona! 

Sidewalk Conditions· 1 - Poor Condition; 2-5 :Moderate Improvements; 6-9 ~Iinor Improvements; 10 - Great Condition 

Land Use Abbreviations: R~s: Residential; Instit: In.stitutlon~ Conun; Commerrul; P r:o£ Off: Profession:ll Office~ Rec: Recreational~ light lnd : Light Industrial 

~ ;t(ar.a..-&b;, t~~~ P!orowf & z;,;_, ~'( .. ,;,~ 6-66 S~;!~~J~~~S 
-- --- -- -



East M acon/ Kings Park Route- #11. The East Macon/ Kings Park Route serves the population 

maiuly throughout the County pmtion of East Bibb County. TI1e route is approximately 18 miles row1d 

trip and nmmally takes an average of 7 5 minutes to complete. 

Table 6-17 
East Macon/Kin11s Pari< Route - #11 

Inventory of Exis ting Conditions 
Transit Route • # of Lanes- Speed Limit Tum Lane (yin) Left, Onstreet Sidewalks (On Curb/ Sidewalk Land Use 

Location one direc- (MPH) Right, Both Parking (y/ Off Curb) Conditions (Commercial 
lion n) (1 to 10) /Residential/ 

Institutional) 
Coliseum 3 35 Both No On/Off 10 Comm; Instil; 

Drive: 1-16 to Rec. 
Emery 

2 Lexington St: 25 No Yes N/A N/A Res; Light Ind. 
Emery to 
Woolfolk 

3 Woolfolk: 25 No Yes On 9 Residential 
Lexington to Ft. 

HillS! 
4 Maynard st: 25 No Yes On/Oft 10 Residential 

Woolfolk to 
Main S! 

5 Main St: Emery 30 No Yes On/Off 6-9; 10 Residential 
to Garden/ 
Church St 

6 Emery: Main 2 40 Both No On 10 Residential 
St. to Jefferson-

ville 
7 Jeffersonv ille: 40 No No N/A N/A Comm; Resi-

Emery to dential 
Millerfield 

8 Millerfield: 35 No No N/A NIA Commercial 
Jeffersonville to 

New Clinton 
9 New Clinton: 35 Both No Off 10 Residential 

Millerfield to 
Pine Hill Dr 

10 Pine Hill Dr: 25 No No N/A NIA Residential 
Donald Ave to 

Millerfield 
11 Millerfield: 35 No No N/A N/A Comm; Instil ; 

Donald Ave to 
Laney Ave 

12 Jordan Ave: Not Posted No No N/A N/A Residential 
Millerfieldto 
Masseyville 

13 Masseyville: 25/35 No No N/A N/A Res; Vacant 
Recreation to 

Queens Dr 
14 Queens Dr: Not Posted No No N/A N/A Residential 

Masseyville to 
Mogul Rd 

15 Mogul Rd: Not Posted No No N/A N/A Res; Comm. 
Queens Dr to 
Jeffersonville 

16 Jeffersonville: 2 45 Both No N/A N/A Res; Comm. 
Mogul to Mom-

ingside 
17 Morningside: 25 No Yes N/A N/A Residential 

Jeffersonville to 
Recreation 

18 Recreation: 40 No No N/A N/A Res; Light Ind. 
Morningside to 
Millerfield Rd 

Sidewalk Conditions· 1- Poo! Condition; 2·5 ~·loderate Improvements; 6-9 ~finor ImprO\,.ements; 10 ~Great Condition 

Land Usc Abbreviations: Res: Residential; Instit: Institutional; Comm: Commercia~ Prof. Off: Professional Office; Rec; Recreatio~ Ligh t lnd: Light Industrial 



Houston Ave /Peach Orchard Route- #12. The H ouston Avenue/ Albert/ P each Orchard route 

se1ves the population mainly throughout the South Macon area. The m ute is approximately 8 miles round 

trip and normally takes an average of 50 minutes to complete. 

Table 6-18 
Ho uston Ave/ Peach Orchard Route - #1218 /C 

Inventory of Ex isting Co nditions 

Transit Route - Location # of Lanes - Speed Limit Turn Lane (y/n ) Onstreet Sidewalks (On Curb/ Sidewalk Land Use 
one direc- (MPH) Left, Right, Both Park ing Off Curb) Conditions (Commercial/ 

tion (y/n) (1to 10) Residential/ 
Institutional) 

Poplar St: 2nd Sl to 2 25 Both Yes On 6 109 Commercial; 
Broadway/MLK Residential 

2 Broadway/MLK: Poplar 2 30 Both Yes On 10 Commercial; 
St to Oglethorpe St Res; Prot 

Office 
3 Bro adway/MLK: Ogle- 2 30 No No On/Off 2 to 5; 6 to 9 Commercial 

thorpe St to Houston Ave 

4 Houston Av: Broadway 30 No No On/Off 2 to5 Residential; 
to Eisenhower Pkwy Commercia l 

5 Houston Av: Eisenhower 30 No No On 6to9 Instil ; Comm; 
Pkwy to Ponce De Leon Residential 

6 Houston Av: Ponce De 30 No No On/Off 6 to 9 Instil ; Comm; 
Leon to Richmond St Residential 

7 Houston Av : Richmond 35 No No NIA N/A lnstit; Comm; 
St to Chatham St Residential 

8 Houston Av: Chatham St 40 No No NJA NJA lnstit; Comm; 
to Guy Paine Rd Residential 

9 Guy Paine Rd : Houston 2 35 Both No Off 6 to9 Commercial; 
Av to Marton Av light lndustrtal 

10 Marion Av: Guy Paine Rd 2Jj No No NJA NJA Residential; 
to San Carlos Dr Light lndustrtal 

11 San Carlos Dr: Marion 35 No No N/A NJA Residential; 
Av to Albert St Light lndustrtal 

12 Albert St: San Ga~os Dr Not Posted No No N/A N/A Light Industrial 
to Meade Rd 

13 Meade Rd: Albert St to 45 No No· NJA N/A Recreation; 
Broadway Vacant; Light 

Ind. 
14 Richmond St: Broadway 25 No Yes NJA N/A Residential; 

to Houston Av Commercial 

Si& v.-alk: Conditions: 1 - Poor Condition; 2·5 A.Ioderate Improvements; 6--9 .Minor Improvements; 10- Great Condition 

Land Use Abbc®tions· Res: Residential; Ins tit: Institutional; Comm: Commercial; Prof. Off: Professional Office; Rec: Recreational; llght l.nd: Light lndusrri.al 



Assessment of Current and Future Needs 
TI1e sup port and encouragemen t of bicycle and ped estrian u sage in Bibb County will have to come to the 

fo refront of importan ce to m eet future d emand. The d em and for these facilities is expected to increase in 

the h1ture . This hypo thesis is suppo rted by two recent occurrences; the first being the overwhelmingly 

positive community respon se to the Ocmulgee H eritage G reenway, and the second being that Bibb County 

h as been designated a N o n-Attainment Area by the Environmental Protection Agen cy. The non

attainment designation will place more emphasis on m aking modification to and placing mo re restrictions 

on tradition al transpo rtation mo des. M oreover, alternative transportatio n modes such as bicycling and 

walking will gam er greater interest 1111d demand. 

Alth ough the designate d bike routes and pedestrian facilities along the transit routes generally cover the 

m ajor trip generators in the comm unity; Bibb County will h ave to m ake investments in upgrading curren tly 

d esignated routes, designating n ew routes and maintaining current pedestrian facilities and establish new 

facilities as needed to accommodate tlus future deman.d. TI1e following is ru1 assessment of the currently 

d esignated bike routes in the community and p edestria11 facilities along the transit routes. 

Bikeways 

East Macon. In terms of analysis, tlus route h as som e serio us issu es to overcom e to make it safer. 

According to tl1e m ost recent traffic counts, tl1e p ortion of Shurling Drive that contains the bike route has 

an average daily traffic (AD1) count of 27,709. TI1e o tl1er issue is speeding . TI1e speeds for tlus lin k o f 

Shurling Drive have been recorded to reach in excess of 60 mph. TI1e speed data was recorded in tl1e Con 

gestion M anagement Study tl1at was completed in 2002. W.itl1out tl1e addition of a bike lan e, the combina

tion o f h.igh traffic an d speeding m ake th.is portion o f tl1e route no t vety conducive for cycling. 

Table 6-19 
East Macon Assessment 

Street .ADT Functional P osted Lane On-Street P avement Bike Lane 
Classification Speed Width Parking Condition Presen t 

Main Street 3,940 N eighboth ood 30 18EB Yes Fair No 
11 WB 

Ft Hill Street 3,621 Neighborhood 25 15 Yes Good No 

Shurling D rive 27,709 Arterial 45 12 no Good No 



Downtown. The ADT's along the mute are low to moderate and the speeds are low. There is, 

however, a substantial amount of on street parking along the route. Accordin.g to local traffic officials, the 

on street parking along the mutes inhibits the placement of a bike lane along streets such as College and 

Oglethorpe that have adequate width. This mute has the potential to offer a good cycling experience. 

Table 6-20 
Downtown Assessment 

Street ADT Road P osted Lane 0 n - Pavement Bike 
Class Speed Width Street Condition Lane 

Parking Present 
Oglethorpe Street 732 -5,100 Neighborhood 30 12' - Yes Good No 

22' 
College Street 4,536-12,500 Arterial 30 16ft Yes Good No 

Georgia Avenue 6,573- 9,730 Arterial 30 14ft Yes Good No 

New Street 3,276 Collector 30 10ft No Good No 

Walnut Street 5,325 Collector 30 11ft yes G ood No 

Freedom Park. Th..is route is primarily composed of neighbmhood streets. The ADT on most of 

these streets were not available; however, neighborhood streets will usually have ADT below 3,000 and low 

speeds. This is the only mute with a bike lane; however, it is less than a mile in length. This mute also has 

opportunities for bike lane striping along D annenberg Avenue. 

Table 6-21 
Freedom Park Assessment 

Street ADT Road Posted Lane 0 n - Pavement Bike Lane 
Speed Width St r eet Condition Present 

Class Parking 

Dannenberg Not Avail- Neighborhood 30 12'-22' Yes Good No 
Ave. able 
Holt Ave. N ot Avail- Collector 30 16ft No Good No 

able 
Beech Ave. Not Avail- Neighborhood 35 12ft Yes Fair No 

able 
Wood St N ot Avail- N eighborhood 30 10 ft No Good No 

able 
Bartlett St. Not Avail- Neighborhood 30 12ft Yes Good No 

able 
RoffAve. Not Avail- Neighborhood 30 10ft No Fair to No 

able P oor 
Lake St. Not Avail- Neighborhood 35 10ft Yes Good No 

able 
Fairmont Ave. Not Avail- Neighborhood 35 11ft Yes Good No 

able 
N apier Ave. 2 ,216 Arterial 35 12 ft No Good Yes 

15,300 18 



Columbus Road. This mute is a mixture of low traffic neighborhood streets and a high traffic ar

teriaL The portion along Mercer University Drive is in need of a bike lane to make it mme conducive for 

cycling. 

Table 6-22 
Columbus Road Assessment 

Street .ADT Road Posted Lane 0 l1 -
Speed Width Street 

Class Parking 

Brentwood Ave N 0 t Neighborhood 25 11ft Yes 
Available 

Churchill St. N 0 Neighborhood 25 1l ft Yes 
Available 

Berlmer Street N 0 t Neighborhood 25 10ft No 
Available 

MercerUniv. Dr. 22,264 Arterial 45 12ft No 
30,312 

Central Route. The Central Route Bikeway as previously mentioned is 

a state designated bike mute; however, it lacks many safety amenities. 

There are many hazards along tllis mute such as high traffic, lligh speeds 

and ill placed drainage facilities . For example, the portion that travels 

along Hawkinsville Road is exposed to high speeds. Speeds along Haw -

Pa vement Bike Lane 
Condition Present 

Good No 

Good No 

Good No 

Good No 

kinsville Road can often exceed 65 mph. Another safety hazard is the Truck Traffic ou Iudustrial HWY 

presence of large trucks, especially near Industrial Highway. To make 

tllis a safer mute, tl1e addition of bike lanes and signage would be a must. An.other option is to abandon 

tlus mute altogetl1er and designate an alternate state mute tl1rough the county. 

Table 6-23 
Central Route Assessment 

Street .ADT Road Posted Lane On-Street Pavement Bike Lane 
Speed Width Parking Condition Present 

Class 
Forsyth Rd. 4,436-23,176 Arterial 25 12 ft No Good No 

Vineville Ave. 17,007-26,757 Arterial 25 11 ft No Good No 

Pio Nono Ave. 14,418 -32,761 Arterial 25 12 ft No Good No 

H awkinsville Rd 25,796-29,189 Arterial 55 12ft No Good No 

Industrial H wy. 7,325 - 7,594 Arterial 55 12ft No Good No 



Pedestrian Facilities 

Vineville/ Charter Hospital Route- #1. While conducting a windshield survey of the existing 

sidewalk conditions along this route, there was some evidence of pedestrian activity occurring along the 

route at Ridge Avenue/ Riley Avenue. Based on the data collected, the majority of the route does have 

sidewalks, on and off the curb. Almost half of the existing sidewalks along the route need moderate im

provements, whereas the remaining half needs minor improvements. See below, photographed images of 

existing sidewalk conditions along portions of the Vineville/ Charter H ospital Route. 

Recommendations: 
Based on the windshield survey conducted along the Vineville/ Charter Hospital transit route it is recom-

mended that sidewalk improvements should be made along some portions of the route: 

0 Improvements should be made to sidewalk curb-cuts in the Midtown area, near Midtown Plaza; 
0 TI1e sidewalk @ Ridge Ave/ Riley Ave should be extended, due to pedestrian activity. 

Bellevue/Log Cabin/Zebulon Route- #2/2B. While conducting a windshield survey of the ex

isting sidewalk conditions along this route, there was some evidence of pedestrian activity occurring near 

Bartlett Street & Carlisle Avenue on Napier Avenue. Based on the data collected, tl1e majority of tl1e side

walks along tl1e route are in good conditions tl1at may need minor improvements. Refer to photographed 

images of existing sidewalk conditions along portions of the Bellevue/ Log Cabin/ Zebulon Road Route on 

tl1e next page. 
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Based on the windshield smvey conducted along the Bellevue/ Log Cabin/ Zebulon Road transit route it is 

recommended that minor sidewalk improvements should be made along some portions of the route: 

0 Sidewalks should be placed along portions of Napier Avenue @ Bartlett Street and Carlisle Avenue 
due to pedestrian activity. 

West Macon/Thomaston Road Route- #3. While conducting a windshield smvey of the exist

ing sidewalk conditions along this route, tl1.ere was little evidence of pedestrian activity occurring on Mer

cer University Drive @ Woodfield Drive. Based on tl1.e data collected, the majority of the sidewalks along 

the route are in good conditions that may need minor improvements. See below, photographed images of 

existing sidewalk conditions along portions of tl1.e West Macon/ Thomaston Road Route. 
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Based on tl1e windshield smvey conducted along the West Macon/ Thomaston Road transit route it is rec-

ommended tl1at minor sidewalk improvements should be made along some portions of the route: 

0 Sidewalks should be considered along portions of Mercer University Drive@ Woodfield Drive due to 
low evidence of pedestrian activity. 

http://M-iUcre.it


0 Curb-cut improvements should be considered along portions of the route, as it relates to sidewalks. 

North Highland Route - #4. Wlllie conducting a windshield survey of the existing sidewalk con

ditions along this route, there was no evidence of pedestrian activity occurring along the route. Based o n 

the data collected, the majority of the route does have sidewalks, on and off the curb. The sidewalks be

tween. Nottingham & Clinton Road on Gray Highway, needs moderate improvements. H owever, side

walks that are present along the remainder of the route needs minor improvements. See below, photo

graphed .images of existing sidewalk conditions along portions of the North Highland Route. 

R ecommendations: 
Based on the windshield smvey conducted along the North Highland transit route it is recommended that 

minor sidewalk improvements should be made along some portions of the route: 

• It appears, as a result of pedestrian activity on Kitchens Street near the Military unit, side

walks were constructed to better accommodate pedestrians. 

Ocmulgee/Tom Hill/VA Hospital Route- #5/SB. While conducting a windshield smvey of 

the existing sidewalk conditions along this route, there was some evidence of pedestrian activity occurring 

at Riverside Dr/ Baxter Ave & Rogers Ave/ Clayton Street. Based on the data collected, there are no side

walks along the major arterials such as Riverside Drive and Tom Hill Sr. Blvd. In the Pleasant Hill area, 

sidewalks that are present along the route needs moderate improvements. Refer to p hotographed images 

of existing sidewalk conditions along portions of the Ocmulgee/ T om Hill/ VA H ospital Route on the fol

lowing page. 
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Based on d1e windshield survey conducted along the Ocmulgee/ Tom Hill/ VA Hospital transit route it is 

recommended that sidewalk improvements should be made along some portions of d1e route: 

0 Sidewalks should be placed along portions of Rogers Avenue and Riverside Drive due to pedestrian 
act:J.v1ty. 

0 Ald1ough d1ere was no evidence of pedestrian activity along Tom Hill Sr. Blvd and Riverside Drive, 

north of Pierce Ave, it is recommended that sidewalks should be considered in d1ese areas. 

Westgate/Bloomfield Route- #6. While conducting a windshield survey of d1e existing sidewalk 

conditions along this route, it was apparent that more than half of the sidewalks present along the route 

needs minor to moderate improvements. H owever, the portion between Newberg Avenue and Rocky 

Creek Rd may need to be considered as a possible location for sidewalks. See below, photographed images 

of existing sidewalk conditions along portions of the Westgate/ Bloomfield Route. 
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Based on d1e windshield smvey conducted along the Westgate/ Bloomfield transit route it is recommended 

that minor to moderate sidewalk improvements should be made along some portions of the route: 

0 Sidewalks should be considered along a portion of the route due to evidence of pedestrian act:J.v1ty. 

Evidence of pedestrian activity occurs @: Rocky Creek Road and the Chevron Gas Station, as well as 

areas near the Westgate shopping center. 
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Macon Mall/ Chambers Road Route- #9. While conducting a windshield survey of the existing 

sidewalk conditions along this mute, there was an abundance of pedestrian activity occurring along por

tions of the mute. Based on the data collected, the majority of the sidewalks along the mute are in good 

conditions that may need minor impmvements. See below, pho tographed images of existing sidewalk con

ditions along portions of the Macon Mall/ Chambers Road Route. 
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Based on the windshield smvey conducted along the Macon Mall/ Chambers Road tran sit mute it is recom-

mended that minor sidewalk impmvements should be made along some p01tions of the mute: 

0 Sidewalks should be considered along several portions of the mute due to evidence of pedestrian activ 

ity. Evidence of pedestrian activity occurs @: Chambers Rd/ Log Cabin Dr.; Bloomfield Rd/ J ohnson 

Ave.; Eisenhower Ph.'"Wj1/ near Suburban Lodge H otel; & Felton Ave/ J eff D avis Street. 

East Macon/Kings Park Route- # 11. While conducting a windshield sm vey of the existing side

walk conditions along this route, there was some evidence that pedestrian activity occurs along portions of 

th e route, but there were no sidewalks present. Based on the data collected, the majority of the route does 

not have sidewalks. Sidewalks that are present along the route needs minor improvements. Refer to pho

tographed images of existing sidewalk conditions and evidence of pedestrian activity along portio ns of d1e 

East Macon / Kings Park Route on the next page. 
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Based on the windshield survey conducted along the East Macon/ Kings Park transit route 1t 1s recom-

mended that sidewalk improvements should be made along some portions of the route: 

0 Improvements should be made to sidewalks along portions of Main Street; 

0 Sidewalks should be placed along portions of Jeffersonville Road near Magnolia D rive & Miller field 
Road . 

Houston Ave/Peach Orchard Route- #12. While conducting a windshield survey of the existing 

sidewalk conditions along tlus route, there was an abundance of pedestrian activity occurring along por

tions of the route. The majority of the route does not have sidewalks, but it is evident that pedestrian ac

tivity is present. Based on the data collected, the sidewalks that are present along the route needs nlinor to 

moderate improvements. Refer to photographed images of existing sidewalk conditions along portions of 

the Houston Avenue/ Albert / Peach Orchard Route on the next page. 



=ffvus- @ 

~own to 9u~ ?1\-im 

Recommendations: 
Based on the windshield smvey conducted along the Houston Avenue/ Albert/ Peach Orchard transit route 

it is recommended that minor to moderate sidewalk improvements should be made along some portions of 

the route: 

0 Sidewalks should be considered along several portions of the route due to evidence of pedestrian activ

ity. Evidence of pedestrian activity occurs @: Houston Ave/ Buena Vista; Broadway-J\IILK/ Ash St; 

Houston Ave/ Bmce Elementary School; Houston Ave/ Unionville Baptist Chmch; Houston Ave/ 

Dewey Street; & Guy Paine Rd/ Marion Avenue. 

Proposed Bicycle Routes 

TI1e task of proposing new routes in the MATS area was undertaken by a bicycle and pedestrian commit

tee. This committee was made up of citizens, staff of the Macon-Bibb County Planning and Zoning Com

mission, staff of the City of Macon, and business owners. It was decided by the committee that d1ere was 

ample opportunity to incorporate new bike routes and improve existing routes in d1e MATS area. To this 

end, a list of routes that could be implemented in the short term by lane striping, upgraded signage or addi

tional signage was proposed. These projects could be implemented within a three year horizon. For more 

information on the proposed routes, please refer to a copy of d1e Macon-Bibb County Bikeways and Pe

destrian Plan. 



Short Term Projects. To address the shmt term projects, the JviATS area was divided in.to six sec

tors and each committee member was assigned a sector to conduct a 1·econnaissance survey. Each commit

tee member was asked to propose two types of routes in their respective secto.L One route would be pri

marily recreational and the other for commuting. Once the committee members returned their suggested 

routes, the routes were reviewed by the local traffic engineering officials in order to be in compliance with 

local traffic safety standard s. 

Long Term Pro jects. A s previously mentioned, the long term projects would require m ajor con

struction to accommodate a bike lane. The TIP was thought to be the most economical and feasible way to 

bring these routes to £tuition. The long term projects are listed in the June 2004 TIP that is entitled, 

"Transportation Improvement Program: Fiscal Years 2005-2007, Macon Area Transportation Study." 

Many of tl1e routes include a ped estrian facility as well as a bike lane equipped facility. 



Figure 6-14 
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Figure 6-15 
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Figure 6-16 
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Articulation of Community Vision, Goals and Associated Implementa
tion Program 

The Macon-Bibb County Visual Preference Survey (VPS) was a very successful attempt to harnes s the 

vision of the people of Bibb County and craft this vision into a future comprehensive plan for the com

munity. Over 1,300 persons from every cross section of the community took this survey. In essence, the 

VPS represents the collective vision and voice o f the community. 

VPS participants were asked a series of question that involved everything from developm ent options to 

mobility options. The cow1ty was dissected into three distinct regions; The Downtown, Neighborhoods, 

and the Rural/ Suburban Region. In each region, development and mobility options were presented. Mo

bility options, which included bicycle and pedestrian facilities, were found to be highly desired options in 

each region. 

The following are guidelines and policy recommendations from each region. These guidelines and policy 

recommendations are the articulation of citizen responses to the VPS regarding bicycle and pedestrian 

facilities. 

Downtown 

Bicycling was not identified as a pteferred mobility option in the downtown by the VPS. H owever, the 

Bikeways and Pedestrian Plan survey primarily identified the O cmulgee H eritage Greenway for recrea

tional u se. The greenway can be con sidered a part of the downtown realm. 

The Downtown Pedestrian Realm should include d1e following characteristics: 
• sideu,alks 111ide enough to accommodate prqjected pedestrian traffic 
• commercial buildings built up to the sideJJJalk edge 
• design guidelines to ensure. uniformity if realm 
• pedesttian furniture such as benches, trash baskets, planters, etc. 
• street trees and on-street parking to pmvide protection 
• continuous an'flings in commercial areas to provide protection 
• semi-public edge treatments such as fencing or hedging in residential areas 
• pedestrian scaled lightingfixtures 
• textured crosszmlks 



Neighborhoods 

The Neighborhood Mobility Options section .indicated that bicycle paths on local streets and transit buses 

with front end bicycle hangers were highly desired. The guidelines and policy recommendations section 

indicated, in regards to bicycling and pedestrian activities, that 

a range qf mobility alternatives sho1dd be made available to neighborhoods; it should incl!Jde 1JJalkabili(y, biryde transit and 
multi-modal connections. 

To enhance the N eighborhood Pedestrian Realm the following development guidelin.es and policy recom

mendations were suggested: 

• map and document ali pedestrian 1·ealm features in an E xisting Conditions Map and deteriorated or marginalized pedes
trian realms in a S usceptibiliry to change M ap 

• develop a phased plan to repair and redevelop all deteriorated public pedestrian realm features in JV!acon-Bibb cotmty 
neighborhoods 

• develop and adopt a Design Plan for the r-edevelopment if all deteriorated public pedestrian r-ealm features not meeting the 
full potential if Mamn-Bibb County neighborhoods 

• establish maintenance standards; r-egulate property maintenance and penalize property 01vners JJ'ho fail to maintain prope 
rties per maintenance standard establish standards for design elements including side1valks, street tree type and sizes, fence 
and hedge standards, windon' openings, mvnings, etc. 

Rural/ Suburban 
The Rural/Suburban Mobility Options section indicated that bicycle lanes an.d pad1s should complement 

antornobiles as a mobility alternative. The guidelines and policy recommendations section indicated, in re

gards to bicycling, d1at: 

a range qf mobility alternatives should be made available to rural and suburban arras; it should include JJ 1alkability, biryde 
transit and multi-modal connections 

Rural/Suburban Pedestrian Realms should include the following characteristics: 
• side1mlks wide enough to accommodate prqjected pedestrian traffic 
• commercial buildings built up to the side1vaik edge 
• design guidelines to ensure uniformity if realm 
• pedestrian jlirniture sttch as benches, trash baskets, planters, etc. 
• street fl·ees and on-street parking to provide protection 
• continuous aultlings in commerciaL areas to provide protection 
• semipublic edge treatments such as fencing or hedging in r-esidential arras 
• pedestrian scaled iightingfixtures 
• textured crossu)alks 



To enhance the Rural/ Suburban Realm the following development guidelin.es and policy recommenda

tions were suggested: 

• map and document all pedestrian realm ftat!lres in an E xisting Conditions Map and deteriorated or marginalized pedes! 
rian realms in a Susceptibility to change Map 

• develop a phased plan to repair and redevelop all deteriorated public pedestrian realm ftatJJres in Macon-Bibb county 
neighborhoods 

• develop and adopt a D esign Plan for the redevelopment of all deteriorated public pedestrian realm feat/Ires not meeting the 
full potential of Macon-Bibb County neighborhoods 

• establish maintenance standards; regulate property maintenam;e and penalize property onmers JJ'ho fail to maintain prope 
rties per maintenance standards establish standards for design elements including sideJJJalks, street tree type and sizes, 
fence and hedge standards, windmv openings, aJl'nings, etc. 



Aviation - Rail - Freight & Goods Movement 

Introduction 
TI-lls portion of the 2030 LRTP includes both long-range and short-range strategies/ actions wluch lead to 

the development of an integrated intermodal t:rru1sportation system to facilitate the efficient movement of 

people and goods within the Macon Area Trru1sportation Study Area (MATS), including Jones County. 

Intermodalism attempts to improve all modes of transportation by addressing any cross-modal connec

tions the transportation system lacks. The 2030 LRTP will examine several modes of transportation such 

as airports, railroads, and tluck terminals and determine how they can be better linked together into an in

termodal system with other fmms of transportation. The TEA - 21 (Transportation Equity Act fat: the 

21st Century) requires each MPO to consider seven (7) p lanning factors in its transportation planning proc

ess, wluch includes; (1) Supporting the Economic Vitality of the Metropolitan Area; (2) Increasing Safety 

and Security; (3) Increasing Accessibility and Mobility Options for People and Freight; ( 4) Protecting the 

Environment, Conserving Energy, and Improving Quality of Lfe; (5) Enhru1cing Integration and Connec

tivity of the Transportation System; (6) Promoting Efficiency; and (7) Emphasizing Preservation of the 

Existing Transportation System. Of d1e seven (7) planning factors, three (3) planning factors specifically 

addresses d1e issues as it relates to airport, rail and freight and goods movement. Those factors are: Factor 

1.: Increase Accessibility and Mobility Options for People and Freight; F actor 5: Enhance Integration ru1d 

Connectivity of d1e Trru1sportation System and Fador 7: Emphasize Preservation of d1e Existing Trans

portation System. Overall, the seven (7) plamung factors must inform transportation decisions at several 

levels in the planning process, guide the development of the long-range plan d1at defines the overall con

cept of d1e transportation network, and must be utilized in d1e decisions concerning d1e implementation of 

individual projects. 



Aviation 

Situated in th.e heart of the State of Georgia, Macon plays host to two airports, known as the Middle Geor

gia Regional, formerly known as th e (Lewis B. Wilson) Allport and the Macon D owntown, formerly 

known as tl1e (Herbert Smart) Airport. Airports are an important part of d1e transportation systern, as well 

as the economy and can be characterized by two major categories; Air carrier airports and general aviation 

airports. Air Carrier Airports include the facilities that serve regularly scheduled passenger service. They 

are primarily facilities with the capacity to handle significant volumes of freight/ cargo and passengers on a 

daily basis. The 1'v1iddle Georgia Regio nal A.i1port accounts for the majority of revenue and traffic gener

ated by airpons within dlis classification. General Aviation Airports include smaller facilities wllich are 

normally located in counties throughout the State of Georgia. These facilities typically have paved runways 

2,000 to 5,500 feet in length and are capable of accommodating small (single-engine) and medium sized 

(multi-engine) aircraft. These airports often provide opporturuties tor businesses with suitable aircraft to 

avoid the use of larger facilities and minimize air travel associated lag time. The Macon D owntown All

port falls within the description of the general aviation classification. The airports, along with the aviation 

related businesses and facilities, represents a vital and sig1lificant regional economic asset. In addition to 

the many aviation related :'l.ssets, the airpmts also provide benefits to local businesses and industry, pro

motes tomism, as well as encourages additional business development and expansion throughout d1e City, 

surrounding commmlities, and adjacent counties. (Macon-Bibb Airport Locations, Figure 6-1 7) 

The .Middle Georgia Regional Airport began in 1940 as an airfield for the U.S. War D epartment from land 

donated by tl1e City of Macon. The airfield was constructed primarily for flight training and was named 

Coclu·an Field. After World War ll the U.S. Government retumed the ailport wid1 associated facilities 

b ack to the City and commercial air setvice was initiated at Macon in 1948. Cmrently, the Middle Georgia 

Regional Airport is owned and opet·ated by the City of Macon and is located approximately nine (9) miles 

south of the Central Business District. The Airport Reference Point (ARP) is located at Latitude 32° 41 ' 

34.258" N , and Longitude 83° 38' 57.159" W. 1\lliddle Georgia Regional Airpo rt, classified as a prima1y 

commercial service airport by the FAA's National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS), has an ele

vation of 354 feet above mean sea level (AMSL) and has property consisting of approximately 1,149 acres 

(www.aimav.co m/ airport / KMCN). Currently, the airport is se1ved by one (1) commuter airlll1e, Atlantic 

Southeast Airlines - Delta Airlines' connection carrier - which provides six (6) daily non-stop flights to 

A tlanta-H artst1eld-Jackson International Allport. A tlantic Southeast Airlines operates d1e Macon/ Atlanta 

http://www.airnav.com/airport/KMCN
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mute with a variety of aircraft ranging in size from 30 seats to 66 seats. .Middle G eorgia Regional Airport 

is operated with two runways (Runways 5/23 and 13/31), taxiways, passenger terminal and lounge, a termi

nal/hangar stm cture, FBO hangars, aircraft parking apmns, and support facilities. In the past years, the 

Middle Georgia Regional Airport experienced a significant decline in passenger ridership, mainly because 

of the expansion of the H artsfield-Jackson Intemational Allport, the improvements to Interstate 75 and 

the initiation o f local shuttle service from Macon to A tlanta. TI1.e EXISTING AIRPORT LAYOUT illus

tration pmvides a graphic presentation of tl1.e existing airport facilities (Middle Georgia R egional Airport M as.

ter Plan Update, Drcift R epmtApril2002,pgA.2 -A.5) . See Figure 6-18. 

TI1.e Macon Downtown Airport was originally constmcted by tl1e U.S. Govemment during World War II 

for the purpose of Army All Force Hight training. After World War ll, tl1.e Aitport was deeded to the City 

of Macon for use as a Civil Aemdrome. Commercial set-vice was initiated by D elta Airlines and remained 

until the Middle Georgia Regional Airport was developed. However, the airport was retained for general 

aviation use. Currently, tl1e Macon D owntown Airport is owned and operated by the City of Macon and is 

located appmximately tl1.ree (3) miles soutl1east of the Central Business Distt·ict. The Airport Reference 

Point (ARP) is located at Latitude 32° 49' 19.700" N, and Longitude 83° 33' 43.300" W . The Macon 

Downtown Airport, classified as a general aviation airport by the FAA's National Plan of Integrated Au

port Systems (NPIAS), has an elevation of 451 feet above mean sea level (AMSL). Currently, the airport 

operates 16 single-engine airplanes and 3 multi-engine airplanes. In addition, a flight school is operated at 

this location. The airport is operated witl1. two mnways (Runways 10/28 and 15/ 33), passenger terminal 

and lounge, FBO hangars, aircraft parking apmns, and support facilities. (www.aunav.com/ ait·port/ 

KMAC) . 

http://www.airiiav.com/airport/
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Aviation Access and Transportation 

The Middle Georgia Regional Airport is located in southern Bibb County, east of Interstate 75. In its im

mediate v icinity, major thoroughfares such as Hawkinsville Road (SR 247) and Industrial Highway are pri

marily the existing transportation facilities that cany traffic into the Airport Industrial Park. H owever, Air

port Road provides direct access to the passenger tem:linal and parking areas. The proposed interchange at 

I-75 and Sardis Church Road and the constmction of the Sardis Church Road extension is expected to 

provide access to the Airport Industrial Park and the Middle Georgia Regional Airport. Local taxi setvices 

and rental car options are available at the au-port terminal. 

The Macon Downtown Airport is located in east Bibb County, east of Interstate 16. In its immediate vi

cuuty, major thoroughfares such as Riggu1s Mill Road and Ocmulgee East Boulevard are the existing trans

portation facilities that carry traftl.c in the area of the airport. Herbert Smart Airport Road provides direct 

access to the terminal and parking areas. 

Aviation Future Conditions 

Planning for the future and constructing needed improvements is important for each airport as an individ

ual facility, but also for d1e national and international system of airports as a whole. When an ai1p01:t sys

tem or an individual facility begu1s to approach capacity, critical issues arise rangu1g from continued busi

ness viability to safety. The City of Macon has begun to plan for the unprovement of airport facilities fat.: 

the short and long term. In April 2002, an Airport Master Plan was prepared for d1e Middle Georgia Re

gional Airport by TOC, Inc., Barnard Dunkelberg & Company and Atkins Benham. The plan was pre

pared as a result of changes d1at have transpired witllli1 tl1e aviation industly on a local, regional, and na

tional level that impacted aviation facilities and se1vices provided at d1e ail-port. These changes necessi

tated a re-evaluation of d1e airport's Master Plan as a means of analyzing current and forecast operational 

characteristics and facilities, as well as updating tl1e program for au-port development. The population 

growth and economic expansion dut is occunu1g witllli1 the region have necessitated a long-range analysis 

and plan for the future needs of d1e airport to accommodate aviation demand. However, tl1e overall plan

lung goal will focus on tl1e development of an aviation facility d1at can accommodate future demand tl1at is 

not significantly constrained by its surroundings. The sections below provide a brief description of the 

unprovements to be made to d1e :Middle Georgia Regional Airport and will also identifY projects tl1at are 

completed. (Middle Georgia Regional Airport Layout Plan, Figure 8-3) 



Middle Georgia Regional Airport - Runway System Improvements 

TI1e airport's runway configuration will remain structured around two runways. Runway 5/23 will be re

tained as the airport's primary n1nway. Ultimately, Runway 5/ 23 is programmed to be extended from its 

existing length of 6,501 feet to a length as long as 8,000 feet. To achieve Safety Area and Object Free Area 

requirements, the approach end of Runway 23 will be initially displaced 500 feet. Ultimately, if the runway 

is extended to the southwest, the Runway 23 threshold will be p ermanently relocated. Runway 5/ 23 will 

remain at its existing widtl1 of 150 feet. The crosswind mnway (Runway 13/ 31) will be maintained at its 

existing lengtl1 and widtl1 (5,001' x 150'). In association witl1 tl1e extension of Runway 5/ 23 to tl1e east, a 

130-acre parcel of land is recommended for acquisition. In addition, a small parcel of land (approximately 

3 acres) on tl1e east side of tl1e airport (west of tl1e railroad, south of the Timco, and nortl1 of tl1e approach 

end of Runway 31) is programmed for acquisition and will be utilized for general aviation storage facilities. 

Middle Georgia Regional Airport - Taxiway System Improvements 

The parallel taxiway systems sel'Ving Rw1way 5/ 23 and Runway 13/ 31 will be retained. TI1e existing paral

lel taxiway serving Runway 5/ 23 will be extended to tl1e northeast to provide a full parallel taxiway. In ad

dition, a parallel taxiway system .is programmed for tl1e soutlnvest side of Runway 13/ 31 and tl1e southeast 

side of Runway 5/ 23. 

Landside Development Improvements 

East Development Area. Tilis area is located on tl1e eastern portion of airport property, soutl1 of Run

way 5/ 23. The area will continue to accommodate industrial aviation uses (i.e., Timco), along with various 

general aviation storage facilities (f-hangars and corporate hangars). NewT-hangars are programmed to 

be built witllin tl1e East D evelopment Area, following tl1e acquisition of a small parcel of land not pres

ently owned by tl1e ai1pmt. 



Additional improvements and completed projects at the Middle Georgia Regional Allport & the Macon 

Downtown Auport are listed below. 

Middle Georgia Regional Airport Improvements : 

D D evelopment of the South Ramp 

D Establishing a Sub-Foreign Trade Zone by the end of 2005. 

D Expand terminal to 5 gates: 3 Jet-ways and 2 walk-out gates for passengers. 

D Constmct a 4-level parking deck. 

D The main mnway will be extended 1500 ft in order to accommodate larger aircrafts. 

1\!Iacon D owntown Allport Improvements: 

D Completed pavement of nmway in 2004 

D Completing taxi & mnway lights in 2005 

D Completing a Fixed Base Operation (FBO) hangar in 2005 
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Rail 
At one time, Macon was the railroad hub of the South for passenger '<tnd freight trains. Macon was a stra-

tegic point in linking the markets in the west witl1 tl1e Soutl1 Atlantic and tl1e nortl1 and soutl1 route. But as 

air travel became the transportation mode of choice for passenger and freight movement, ma11y railroad 

lines were abandoned. The Central Georgia region has been setved well by surface and air transportation 

facilities from Atlanta. As the Central Georgia region continues to grow, tl1e need for improved rail trans

portation services will increase. Overall, Georgia has a network of nearly 5000 miles of rail lines, many of 

which can have capacity added to handle passenger: & freight traffic. T he Macon-Bibb County area is 

served by the Norfolk Soutl1ern and Georgia Central rail lines. (See Macon-Bibb Railroads, Figure 8-4). 

The Norfolk Soutl1em Rail line is considered a «Class I" railroad that has approximately 1,724 miles of rail 

throughout tl1e State of Georgia. The Georgia Central Rail line is considered a "Shortline Railroad" that 

has approximately 171 miles of rail within tl1e State of Georgia. (See Georgia Rail System Map, Figure 8-5) . 

These rail lines transport freight into the Macon-!vLddle Georgia region but do not provide multimodal 

interconnectivity with other modes of transit in the region. It is estimated tl1at approximately 40 million 

tons of freight per mile travel between !vfacon and Savannah. Due to its coastal location, Savannah pro

vides multimodal linlutges to middle Georgia via Interstate 16 and rail lines. 

Georgia Rail Passenger Program 

(Proposed Rail Service- Atlanta to Macon) 

G eorgia's economy has grown considerably tl1rough tl1e vision of its leaders and tl1e productivity of its citi

zens. That vision has always understood tl1e importance of mobility of people and goods in Georgia 

through transportation systems that are among the best in the world. The world's busiest airport, a high

way system consistently ranked as tl1e best maintained in the nation, rapidly growing port activities and 

burgeoning freight rail activity all reflect tl1at understanding. Planning for passenger rail service using exist

ing railroad conidors has been going on in Georgia since the late 80's. Georgia' s extraordinary rate of 

growth, traffic congestion and air quality problems make it imperative to develop safe and affordable trans

portation alternatives to the single-occupancy automobile. Widt added infmstn.Icuu·e improvements, it is 

feasible to implement passenger service in several existing railroad corridors as exists already in over a 

dozen U.S. cities. GEORGIA RAIL is tl1e rail passenger program for Georgia . The G eorgia D epartment 

of Transportation (GDOT), the Georgia Rail Passenger Autl1ority (GRP A) and the G eorgia Regional 

Transportation Authority (GRTA) have joined forces to complete tl1e plaJming and implement a system of 
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- GCR - Georgia Central Railroad 
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Macon-Bibb Railroads Map 

t@ #ocGJt-&'M CPMfJ Pblf'~i & Zo~~~ t~.,,,$tr'q . 6-96 SHARED VISIONS 
- PlannlngSmanChoices 



Georgia Department of Transportation 
Office of Intermodal Programs 
Last Updated 
February 22, 2005 
V1sit us at: WWW.DOT.STATE.GA.US 

Figure 6-21 
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comnmter and intercity rail passenger service in Georgia over the next 14 years. Athens to Atlanta and 

Macon to Atlanta a.re tl1e first phase of the Program. In addition, extensive studies of the impact passenger 

setv ice will have on existing freight operations a.re being conducted. Agreements with tl1e CSX and Nor

folk Soutl1em Rail.roads will have to be reached and federal clearances obtain.ed before setvice can be initi-

ated. (W\V-w .garail.com). The following section briefly describes each proposed corridor. 

Macon to Atlanta Rail Corridor 

Macon/Houston Co.-Griffin-Henry-Hartsfield/Jackson Airport- Atlanta 
Commuter Rail Service 
The 103-mile Macon - Atlanta line will carry 7,600 trips a day during peak 

periods in the year 2030. About 75% of the forecast passengers will board 

at Spalding, Hen.ry, and Clayton County with stops destined for Hartsfield-

Jackson, East Point, and tl1e Multi-Modal Passenger Terminal in downtown 

Atlanta. Six trains will run to tl1e downtown Atlanta MMPT in tl1e morning 

peak period from Griffin, while making all stops; two trains will run from 

Macon, also making all stops. In tl1e afternoon peak period, trains would 

Figure 6-22 
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Source: GDOT 2005 LegislatJ,.-e Session Fact Sheet 

return commuters to their home stations. Limited mid-day and evening setv ice will provide needed f1exi

bility for customers. Trains will run witllin tl1e existing rail.road right-of-way using existing and new tracks, 

owned by Norfolk Southern Corporation (NS) . Capital costs to provide capacity for tl1e year 2015 are esti

Table 6-24 
Macon Line capital costs 

(2004 $$ in millions) 

Track wmk & signals 

Rolling stock 

Stations and parking 

Maintenance facilities 

Total 

Source: GDOT 2005 Legislat:i\re Session Fact Sheet 

$169 

$ 64 

$ 54 

$ 12 

$ 299 

mated at $299 million in the year 2004 dollars. Phase 1 with four 

trains from Lovejoy (26 mile segment) will cost $106 million and can 

be open by Fall 2006. Phase 2 will extend trains from Hampton and 

Griffin (16 mile segment) for an initial cost of $37 million. Two addi

tional trains and more parking at stations to handle growili to 2015, 

and permanent maintenance. facilities will cost $38 million. 

Phase 3 will add Barnesville, Forsytl1, Bolingbroke and Macon for $118 million. Phases 2 & 3 could open 

two years after funding. An additional $88 million will handle growth to 2030. The major categories of 

tllis cost are shown ill tl1e table, with each category including all costs of design, construction management 

and contingency attributable to each. The Federal Transit Administration issued a Finding of No Signifi

cant Impact (FONSI) for tl1e Macon- Atlanta commuter rail service in November 2001, clea.ring tl1e envi

ronmental hurdle to spending Federal funds on preliminary engineering and related matters. N egotiatio11s 

are ongoing witl1 the Norfolk Soutl1ern Railroad on tl1.e. terms of acces s, operation, and upgrading of the 

rail line for Phase 1 from Lovejoy. A Macon Corridor Local Advisory Committee (MACLAC) has been 

established to help communities leverage the transportation investment with station area land use plans. 

A d . t GDOT ffi . 1 tl d t f tl M t ail lb fit 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

3,800 fewer auto trips in each peak period-equivalent capacity of a lane in each direction on I-75 / 85 

A voids road constnKtion cost of $700 million, creates $48 million armually in time savings for remain

ing road users, reduces accident, injmy and fatality exposure of riders by 2 / 3 

Controlled traffic environmertt less subject to breakdown and delay; enhances mobility to non-drivers, 

h elps improve air quality, and saves energy 

Intercity trains to Middle and South Georgia can use improved tracks, crossings ru1d stations 

So11rce: GD OT "2005 Legislative Session Fact Sheet" 

Macon - Griffin - Atlanta Commuter Rail 

GDOT will use $106 million in currently available earmarked funding ru1d other Federal trru1sportation 

funds to make improvements and acquisitions in order to open commuter train service on tl1e 26 miles 

from Lovejoy to Atlanta as early as September 2006, and $14.5 million in Federal funds to operate for 

three years . Agreements need to be reached with tl1e owner o f tl1e rail line (Norfolk Southern) on track 

improvements and operations, as well as witl1 local governments on final station locations, station area de

velopment, and partnerships for stable ru1d reliable operating funding after 3 years. In this first phase, fom 

trains daily will serve Lovejoy, Jonesboro, Morrow, Forest Park, East Point, and downtown Atlanta at Five 

P oints. (See Macon to Atlanta Commuter Rail, Figme 8-6). P assenger cars and locomotives will be ac

quired ru1d refurbished to allow quick start-up. Track, signals, and grade crossings will be improved to al

low top speeds of 60 ~ 79 mph. The outer stations will have platforms, canopies, and park ru1d ride lots; 

the East Point and downtown Atlanta station will be provided witl1 platforms, canopies, and direct connec

tions to tl1e adjacent MARTA stations. By 2009, 3,080 daily trips are forecast (770,000 trips a year), remov

ing 21 million vehicle miles annually from parallel I-75 and US 19/ 41 , and reducing msh hour congestion 

by 800,000 hours a year. In later phases, track, signal, crossing and station/ paclcing improvements will be 

made to extend service to Hampton, Griffin, Barnesville, F orsyth, Bolingbroke, and Macon. Service could 

b egin within two years of funding. Two additional trains will be needed to handle tl1e increased passenger 

loads, as well as additional parking at stations and long-term train maintenance facilities. The capital cost to 

provide capacity for forecast year 2015 traffic is estimated at $299 million witl1 almost half for track-work 

and signals, one third for rail vehicles, and tl1e remainder for stations, park and ride lots, and maintenance 

facilities. A fnrtl1er $99 million will be needed to provide enough capacity to handle year 2030 traffic. At 

the mid-range of fares, 1.9 million passengers will be carried in 2030, witl1 operating assistance of $8.7 mil

lion per year. The number of train riders into the Atlanta urban area will equal 10% o f the rush hour travel 

on parallel I -7 5 and US 19/ 41, providing tl1e capacity o f 2 general-purpose highway lanes at half tl1e cost. 
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Figure 6-23 
Macon to Adanta Commuter Rail Map 
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Macon- Griffin- Atlanta Intercity Rail 

Three daily express intercity trains will operate e~ch way with tilting trainsets, stopping at Griffin and at 

H artsfield-Jackson Allport-related station. Feeder bus service will add passengers from Twiggs, H ouston 

and Peach Counties to the trains at Macon. Initial 2015 equipment acquisition and facility capital improve

ment will require $56 million in capital. A further $5 million will be needed to provide enough capacity to 

handle year 2030 traffic. At the mid-range of fares, 275,000 passengers will use the service in 2030, with 

operating assistance of $3.6 million per year. 

Albany - Macon- Atlanta Intercity Rail 

This 106-mile extension of the Macon - Atlanta intercity rail will use an NS freight line, with stops in 

Dougherty and Sumter counties. The initial capital cost to provide capacity for 2015 is estimated at $140 

million, with a further $12 million needed to provide capacity for 2030. At the mid-range of fares, 271,000 

passengers are forecast in 2030, witl1 an operating surplus of $3.6 million per year. Opening will occur 

within two years of funding, once setvice to Macon is in place. 

Savannah - Macon- Atlanta Intercity Rail 

Tlus service will link tl1e Coastal Empire with Macon aud Atlanta ~nd intercity trains at botl1 ends. The 

three trains daily each way will double the service between Macon and Atlanta. From Macon to Savannah, 

tl1e service will use eitl1er: (a) tl1e NS .freight line to J esup and the CSX line from Jesup to Savannah with 

stations in Dodge, Wayne, and Chatl'lam counties (204 miles), or (b) tl1e Georgia Central line, with stops in 

Toombs and Chatl1am counties (171 miles). Initial capital cost based on tl1e NS / CSX route is estimated at 

$294 million to provide capacity for 2015, witl1 a further $24 million needed to provide capacity for tl1e 

year 2030. At tl1e mid-range of fares, an additional 551,000 passengers would use tl1e service, witl1 an oper

ating surplus of $2.4 million per year in 2030. Opening could be witlun two years of start of service be

tween Atlanta and _Macon. 

Intercity Rail Program 

The Intercity Rail Passenger Plan prepared for tl1e Georgia D epartment of Transportation (GDOT) col

lected extensive information on current intercity travel witlUn tl1e State in 199 5, made forecasts of future 



travel by all modes, examined tl1e suitability of existing railroad conido.rs for rail passenger service, and 

estimated ridership, revenues, costs, and external benetl.ts o f intercity rail passenger service in a nmnber of 

possible corridors. 

Today all the rail lines in tl1e recommended network are active freight lines, except for a short abandoned 

stretch on tl1e line to Columbus. There is veq limited passenger setv ice only between Savannal1 and J ack

sonville as part of Amtrak's New York to Florida line, and between Greenville, Atlanta, and Birmingham 

on their N ew Y ark to N ew 0 rleans line. 

Significant investment will be needed in these rail corridors to meet the capacity needs o f the freight rail

roads, improve signaling, and increase grad e crossing protection to allow the speeds of up to 11 0 mph that 

are recommended to attract passengers and create benefits for tl1e State. Currently there are no d edicated 

Federal or State sources for funding intercity rail setvice, and Georgia will have to create its own combina

tions of funding to develop tl1e intercity rail passenger service. (See Georgia Intercity Routes, Figure 8-7). 

Rail Service Relative to the 2030 LRTP 

The above text on passenger a11d intercity rail has been provided for information purposes. Since operat

ing funds have not been secured to support extension of passenger rail setvices between Niacon and 

Lovejoy, tl1e rail progmm cannot be included in tl1e tl.na.ncially constrained LRTP or TIP. 

Multimodal Facilities in Macon and Bibb County 

Macon's 1916 T erminal Station, at tl1e foot of Cherry Street d owntown, was designed in tl1e Beaux Arts 
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Georgia Intercity Routes Map 
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style by architect Alfred Fellheimer (1875-1959). Fellheimer and his partners also designed stations in Cin

cinnati, Buffalo, and other cities. In 1926-27, the station handled as many as a hwidred arrivals/departures 

each day, primarily trains of the Central of Georgia, Southern Railway, and Georgia Southern & Florida. 

Passengers accessed the train platforms by way of a tunnel under tl1e tracks. After closing in 1975, tl1e 

building stood unused several years until it was purchased by Georgia Power Company in 1982 and used as 

its local offices in the 1980s and 1990s. In 2002, die City of Macon received one million dollars in TEA 

funds to purchase die building from Georgia Power and convert .it to a retail, office, and multi-modal 

transportation center. The City of Macon has repurchased Macon Terminal Station from die Georgia 

Power Company, and .is now in tlie process of developing the stmcture as an intermodal gateway facility. 

In tercity trains will use tllis station once it becomes available . Ultimately, Macon will be a hub for rail ser

vice to many points in middle Georgia and soutl1 Georgia. The Macon-Bibb County Transit Autliority has 

relocated its transfer station to tl1e Macon Terminal Station. 

Although tliere are several rail lines and ttlJck depots in the city of Macon, Macon .is not a city tliat has ac

tive multimodal facilities. The majority of the multimoda.l and intermodal facilities tl1at service the city of 

Macon and Bibb Cow1ty are located .in the Atlanta area. The presence of I-75 and the proximity of Harts

field-Jackson International Airport make Macon ve1y accessible to Atlanta's multimodal and intermodal 

facilities. Conventional inter-city passenger rail service is receiving much consideration at the state level. 

Preliminary studies are ongoing concerning the passenger rail service between Macon and Atlanta. The 

Macon Terminal Station will function as a multimodal facility that will include public transportation op

tions, such as local bus service, taxi service, as well as, intercity bus service that .is provided by Greyhow1d 

Bus Service and rail se1vice will be provided. 

Freight and Goods Movement 

Freight, as defined by Webster, is known as "die ordinary transportation of goods by a common carrier 

and distinguished from express." H owever, when planning for freight it should include tl1e transport of 



goods not only by common carriers operating for-hire but also should include the use of a finn's own vehi

cles, primarily fleets of tmcks, to transport its own goods. Freight can be transported via roadways, rails, 

air, waterways and/ or pipelines. Because each mode of freight t.mnspo.rtation offers ditie.rent levels of se.r

vice (travel time and .reliability) and diffe.rent levels of pricing (cost), the value~ weight and fragility of a 

commodity will determine the most cost-effective mode or combin.ation of modes (GDOT Frnight Guide

book, Interstate System Plan- Technical Memorandum, Februao· 2004). Businesses and individuals now demand 

more flexible and timely service, increasing the importance of an efficient and reliable freight transporta

tion system. The growth in freight movement is placing enormous pressure on an already congested high

way system. Between 1980 and 2002, truck travel grew by more than 90 percent while lane-miles of public 

mads increased by only 5 percent. TI1e Freight Analysis Framework (FAF) estimates that the percentage 

of urban Interstates carrying 10,000 or more tt11cks will increase from 27 percent in 1998 to 69 percent in 

2020 (USDOT FHWA 2002a). Because of d1e significant growd1 in freight on an increasingly congested 

network, decision-makers in the public sector are giving more attention to d1e effects of congestion on 

freight trru1sportation and the need for freight-specific investment (USDOT FHTf?' A Freight Transportation: 

Improvements & the Economy, June 2004). The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) and its Met

mpolitan Plrullling Orgrulizations (MPOs) are responsible under Federal legislation and regulations for 

conducting plruullng activities "that setve the mobility needs of freight and foster economic growth and 

development within and through urbanized ru·eas . TI1e Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Centmy 

(TEA-21) passed in 1998 oudined seven. plrulling factors, three wid1 freight-specific requirements; 

• Supporting economic vitality by enabling global competitiveness, productivity and efficiency; 

• Increasing the accessibility and mobility of people and freight; 

• Enhancing the integration and connectivity of d1e transportation system, across and between modes 

for people and freight 

(GDOT Freight Guidebook. Interstate System Plan- Technical Memorandum. Febrttary 2004) 

Freight Infrastructure 

Macon-Bibb County has extensive freight transportation infrast.tlJCture composed of llighways, railroads~ 

and au cargo setvices. 

H ighways - Macon-Bibb County has interstate llighways (I-75 and I-475) pmviding Nmd1/ Soud1 setvice 

north into Tennessee and south into Florida, as well as an East/West interstate (I-16) wllich pmvides ac-



cess to Georgia's largest port city, Savannah. Other major thoroughfares such as SR 247, US 129, US 80, 

SR 74, SR 49 provides service throughout other parts of Georgia. 

Railroads - Macon-Bibb County is se1ved by two millll1.es which include Norfolk Southern and Georgia 

Central Railroad. These mil lines transport freight into the Macon-Ivliddle Georgia region but do not pro

vide rnultimodal interc01u1.ectivity with other modes of transit in the region. It is estimated that approxi

mately 40 million tons of freight per mile travel between Macon and Savannal1.. Although this may appear 

to be a huge volume, it is considerably less than the arnount that travels in and out of Atlanta .. 

Air- The Middle Georgia Regional Airport provides Macon-Bibb County witl1. passenger service to Harts

field-Jackson International Airport. Macon Downtown Airport is a smaller airport in tl1.e area used for 

general aviation use. 

Freight and Goods Movement Industry Outreach Initiative 

Recognizing the key role that freight transportation plays in its region, the Macon-Bibb County Planning & 

Zoning Commission (MPO) initiated a Freight and Goods Movement Study to develop a framework for 

an integrated freight program for Macon-Bibb County. The MPO has become increasingly focused on 

freight transportation plamling over the last several years, undertaking freight specific studies and research 

efforts, including tl1.e "Goods Movement Study, June 1995. As a result of this research effort, the MPO 

continuously attempts to formally incorporate freight transportation issues into tl1.e traditional MPO plan

lung process. Significant work had already been undertaken by tl1e MPO in June 1995 and November 

2004 to reach out to the freight community and solicit input on the region's freight system. On November 

1, 2004, approximately 31 Freight and Goods Movement Surveys were mailed to several freight companies 

tluoughout Macon-Bibb County. Of the 31 surveys, 5 were returned undeliverable and 7 were completed 

tl1.at provided some usable information. As part of tl1at effort, industry participants provided an overview 

of tl1.eir business and identified problem areas tl1.at will assist transportation plam1.ers in improving freight 

flows in tl1e region. These suggestions represent tl1.e continuous nature in working to develop a regional 

freight program by identifying and documenting tl1.e issues and concems expressed by tl1.e system users. 

The following is a summarization of comments and recommendations identified in the Freight and Goods 

Movement Industry Outreach Initiative, November 2004. 

• Primary type of facilities at this site? Tmck terminal, Logistics/ Third Party Provider 



• Primary type of shipments handled at this site? Less than Truckload, Truckload, H azardous mate
rials 

• During what hours do you usually need to receive/ship deliveries of your major inbound and 
outbound products? 6am- 12 noon, 12 noon- 4pm, 4pm- 8pm, 12 midnight- 6am, 24 hours a 
day 

• How many trucks on average does your company use on a daily basis for freight and goods 
movement in the City of Macon and Bibb County area? 5, 6, 8, 10, 11 , 12-16, 48 

• What roadways are used most by your company's vehicles in the movement of freight and 
goods in the City of Macon and Bibb County area? US 80, SR 74, SR 247, I-16, I-75, I-475, 
Broadway, Pio Nono Avenue 

• What improvements could be made to the roadway system to improve the movement of freight 
and goods in the City of Macon and Bibb County? Should be a south bound tum lane from Hart
ley Bridge Road onto I-75 south bound; Improve tu.t.:n lane at Pio Nono Avenue and Guy Paine Road 

• Indicate specific transportation problem locations within the City of Macon and Bibb County. 
SR 247- Congestion & surface condition; Bridge at I -475 & H artley Bridge Road- Too Nanow; Guy 
Paine Road @ Pio Nono Avenue- Improve lane width and smface condition; Guy P aine Road- Im
prove maintenance; I -16 @ Spring Street entrance & exit ramp - Length & Sign age problem; I -75 & 

Pio Nono Avenue (Loop exit) - Signage problem; Pio Nono Avenue (between. I-75 & Guy Paine 
Road) - Congestion, Lane width and needs turning lane; I-16 West@ I-75 Nord1 -length & sight 
problems 

• If there is any additional information which might be beneficial to this study, please indicate? 
Should be soutl1bound turn lan.e from Allen Road onto SR 247; I-16 / I -75 Interchange is extremely 
dangerous 

The Freight & Goods Movement lndustly Outreach Initiative was undertaken by tl1e Macon-Bibb County 

Planning and Zoning Commission, which encompassed the entire Macon and Bibb County. A smvey was 

made of existing enterprises and broken down into 3 types of freight movement concerns that included 

liquid or dq bulk, local cartage and motor freight. This pmvided the study witl1 31 entities from which to 

survey. See figure 8-8 for truck terminals locations. Also, see figure 8-9 for a list of all the freight compa

nies in Bibb County. Appendix A includes the "Freight & Goods Movement Industly Outreach Initiative 

letter & the Freight & Goods Movement sutvey instlument. The responses from this outreach are sum

marized in the above paragraph. 
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Table 6-25 
List of Freight Companies 

List of Freight Companies/Truck Terminals 
Name 

Florida Rock & Tank Lines 

Tyner Transport Co. 

Address 

LIQUID OR DRY BULK 
2532 Allen Rd. 
Macon, GA 31216 

105 Francis Dr 
Macon, GA 31216 

LOCAL CARTAGE 

Middle Georgia Transportation Services 170 Lower Bay St. 
Macon, GA 31206 

Parcel Delivery 

AAA Cooper Transportation 

ABF Freight System, Inc. 

American Freightways, Inc. 

Benton Express 

Bonus Enterprises, Inc. 

C & A Transportation 

Camp Transportation, Inc. 

Carroll Fulmer & Company 

Central Transport, Inc. 

Drug Transport, Inc. 

455 Lower Bay St. 
Macon, GA 31206 

MOTOR FREIGHT 

3165 Avondale Mill 
Macon, GA 31206 

4430 Marion Ave. 
Macon, GA 31206 

2750 Roff Ave. 
Macon, GA 31204 

170 Lower Bay St. 
Macon, GA 31206 

23 51 Hubbard Road 
Macon, GA 31217 

2360 Spires Dr. 
Macon, GA 31216 

2280 Seventh St. 
Macon, GA 31206 

4661 Mead Road 
Macon, GA 31206 

4420 Marion Avenue 
Macon, GA 31206 

501 Joe Tamplin Ind. Blvd. 
Macon, GA 31217 

Phone # 

(478) 788-5113 

(478) 784-0570 

(478) 742-0890 

(478) 743-9549 

(478) 781-1055 

( 478) 788-6424 

(478) 744-0736 

(478) 750-0211 

(478) 741-1021 

( 478) 784-8652 

( 478) 755-8338 

( 478) 784-7333 

(478) 781-7608 

(478) 750-8814 



ETA 8345 Grace Road (478) 785-0845 
Macon, GA 31216 

Fed Ex Freight 2750 Roff Avenue (478) 744-0736 
Macon, GA 31204 

In way 600 Guy Paine Rd ( 478) 785-0288 
Macon, GA 31206 

Kenan Transport, Inc. 213 1 Barnes Ferry Road (478) 788-2596 
Macon, GA 31216 

Milan Express 625 Guy Paine Rd ( 478) 788-7773 
Macon, GA 3 1206 

Old Dominion Freight 4271 Bowman Ind. (478) 363-0770 
Conley, Ga. 30027 

Overnight Transport 475 Guy Paine Rd. (478) 788-4464 
Macon, Ga. 31206 

Parcel Delivery 455 Lower Bay St. (478) 743-9549 
Macon, GA 3 1206 

Roadway Express 2360 Cargill Rd. (478) 788-9662 
Macon, GA 31216 

Ryder Integrated Logistics 587 Guy Paine Rd ( 478) 788-9911 
Macon, GA 31206 

Sandifer ' s Trucking 580 Edgewood Ave. ( 478) 755-8823 
Macon, GA 31201 

Service I ransport, Inc. 170 Lower Bay St. (478) 750-9008 
Macon, GA 31206 

Southeastern Freight Lines 4444 Marion A venue (478) 781-2888 
Macon, GA 31206 

USFDugan 205 Raines Ave. (478) 781-7411 
Macon, GA 31206 

Watkins Motor Lines 4444 Marion Ave. (478) 788-4312 
Macon, GA 31206 

Welborn Logistics 195 Spring St. (478) 745-0740 
Macon, GA 31201 

Wilson Trucking Corporation 4390 Mead Road (478) 781-7170 
Macon, GA 31206 

Yellow Freight Companies 4241 Interstate Road (478) 474-0221 
Macon, GA 31206 
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Costs and Revenues 

TI1e total cost of NIA TS' 2030 LRTP is $1.256 billion over its time frame. In recent years, there has 

been steady progress toward executing major elements in the MATS long range transportation plan 

d1rough d1e 1% sales tax and d1e implementation of the Road Improvement Program. 

TI1e allocation of funding by major expense categmy d1roughout d1e life of the 2030 LRTP is shown 

in a pie chart. Road and bridge improvements account for 71% which is d1e largest share. This ex

pense categmy is followed by road and bridge maintenance and transit which are expected to con

sume 20% and 9% of d1e total costs, respectively. The share of costs applied to road and bridge 

maintenance is usually much larger in comparison with d1e road and bridge improvements. Tlus par

ticular plan contains an unusually large list of capital improvements on roads and bridges that have 

been deferred from previous plans. Figure 6-26 

Road & Bridge Maintenance 
20% 

Transit 

9% 

Figure 6-26 
2006-2030 Cost Allocation 

Road & Bridge 
Improvements 

71% 
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4.1 Cost Information 

Estimating costs for the life of the plan were based, to a large extent, on the following types of in

formation: unit maintenance cost experience at the Georgia D epartment of Transportation; the FY 

2004 operations and maintenance budgets from Bibb County, City of Macon and Jones County, 

and the estimated cost of projects, programs and studies that were included in the 2030 LRTP. For 

public transportation, .it was reasonable to expect that future costs would be slightly higher than 

tl1ose incurred presently and tlut a level of funding will be available from tl1e existing sources of 

revenue to meet those costs. An explanation for tl1e different cost estimates that were u sed in tl1e 

plan are presented below for each major transportation category: 

• Road s and Hridges Improvements 

• Roads and Bridges Maintenance; and 

• Tran sit. 

Roads and Bridges. The 2030 LRTP costs were split between two principal categories: (1) capital 

improvemeuts, programs and studies explicitly identified in the plan; and (2) routine maintenance. 

TI1e first cost categ01y was in Table 6-26. This table itemized in tl1e detailed description of pro

jects, programs and studies in tl1e 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan. Capital improvements, pro

grams and studies amounted to $888,989,132. The last category, routine maintenance expenses, 

totaled $248,365,612. The total cost for roads and bridges over 25 years, including capital, operat-

ing and maintenance e.."penses, is $1,137,354,744. 

Table 6-26 
Plan Costs 

Fed/State Local 
Roads & Bridges 

Improvements $ 880,763,132 $ 8,226,000 
Operations & Maintenance $ 27,918,844 $220,446,768 

Sub-Total $ 908,681,976 $228,672,768 

Transit 
Capital $ 22,435,081 $ 2,492,787 

Operating $ 46,878, 132 $ 46,878,132 
Sub-Total $ 69,313,213 $ 49,370,919 

Total $ 977 995,189 $278,043,687 

Total 

$ 888,989,132 
$ 248,365,612 
$1 '137,354,744 

$ 24,927,868 
$ 93,756,264 
$ 11 8,684,132 

$1 ,256,038 876 



Trat!sit. Total costs to provide public transportation service in the NIATS region throughout the 

25 year life of the plat! was projected to be approximately $118,684,132. Operating expen ses are 

anticipated to account for the majority of total cost. Operating expenses amount to $93,756,264 

which comprises roughly 79% o f the total F ederal at!d state sources of funding are expected to 

account for most of the capital costs while the MTA's farebox, the City of M acon at!d Bibb Coun ty 

are expected to Enance most of the operating expenses. 

Functional Classification 

Interstate 
Principal Arterial 

Minor Arterials & Collectors 

Table 6-27 
State Maintenance Costs 

Miles in Miles in 
Bibb Jones 

County County 
42.8 0.0 
46.0 1.3 
55.0 19.3 

Total Miles in 
MATS Area 

42.8 
47.3 
74.3 

Cost per 
Mile 

$ 9,500 
$ 6,900 
$ 5,800 

Total Costs 
$ 406,220 
$ 326,246 
$ 430,819 

State Maintenance Cost per Year $ 1,163,285 

State Maintenance Cost for 2030 LRTP 27,918,843.84 

Routine maintenance costs on the Interstate and the State system of roads was estimated by the 

Georgia Department of Transportation based on route miles by functional classilication. These 

costs were extrapolated into the future for 25 years. The cumulative cost for routine m aintenan ce 

dming the life of the plat! was $27.9 million. T able 6-27. 

Draft budgets, prepared by local govenunent staff, were used to estimate th e routine mainten an ce 

and repair costs for local streets. The individual budgets for d1e portion of Jones County that is in 

the 1\IIATS study area, d1e City of Macon, and Bibb County are depicted in the table below. To

ged!er, these tlu·ee jurisdictions estimate their routine m aintenance and safety expenses to be 

$9,185,282. Extrapolated for 24 yea1·s, local m aintenance at!d safety expenses amount to 

$220,446,768 tlnoughout the life of the plan. Jones Cow1ty's costs are a sm all fraction of the total. 

Table 6-28. 



Table 6-28 
Local Maintenance Costs 

City of Macon (FY 2000 Budget) 
Public Works Administration 
Street Cleaning 
Street Maintenance 
Signs & Signals 

$ 412,492 
$ 1,154,868 
$ 1,221 ,103 
$ 811 ,768 

Sub-Total $ 3,600,231 

Bibb County (FY 2004) 
Highway & Street Administration 
Shop Repair Service 
Street Maintenance & Construction 
Engineering 
Traffic Safety 
Birdge Maintenance 
Road Crew Detail 
Prison Work detail 
Traffic Engineering 

$ 756,421 
$ 672,885 
$ 2,851 ,222 
$ 391,202 
$ 178,728 
$ 96,115 
$ 3,616 
$ 103,931 
$ 130,931 

Sub-Total $ 5,185,051 

Jones County (MATS) $ 400,000 

Sub-Total $ 400,000 

Total per Year $ 9,185,282 

Total for 2030 LRTP $220,446,768 

4.2 Revenue Information 

Total .revenues that are .reasonable to expect dming the 25 year life of the t.ranspmtation plan 

amount to $1,595,415,744. This is appmximately $339 million mme than the plan's cost. There

fme, the plan is considered to be constrained or feasible in te.rms of its fmancial implementation. 
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Table 6-29 
Federal & State Funding Estimates for Streets & 

Bridges 
Fiscal Year Funding 

Actual 
1994 $ 800,000 
1995 $ 12,500,000 
1996 $ 7,300,000 
1997 $ 5,400,000 
1998 $ 20,000,000 
1999 $ 13,700,000 
2000 $ 14,700,000 

2001 $ 19,000,000 
2002 $ 19,700,000 
2003 $ 19,700,000 
2004 $ 23,300,000 
2005 $ 25,121,818 

Projected 
2006 $ 26,943,636 
2007 $ 28,765,455 
2008 $ 30,587,273 
2009 $ 32,409,091 
2010 $ 34,230,909 
2011 $ 36,052,727 
2012 $ 37,874,545 
2013 $ 39,696,364 
2014 $ 41 ,518,182 
2015 $ 43,340,000 
2016 $ 45,161 ,818 
2017 $ 46,983,636 
2018 $ 48,805,455 
2019 $ 50,627,273 
2020 $ 52,449,091 
2021 $ 54,270,909 
2022 $ 56,092,727 
2023 $ 57,914,545 
2024 $ 59,736,364 
2025 $ 61 ,558,182 
2026 $ 63,380,000 
2027 $ 65,201 ,818 
2028 $ 67,023,636 
2029 $ 68,845,455 
2030 $ 70,667,273 

Total $ 1 ,220,136,364 
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Table 6-30 
Available Revenues 

Fed/State 
Roads & Bridges 

Improvements $1,220,140,000 
Operations & Maintenance$ 27,918,844 

Transit 

Sub-Total $1,248,058,844 

Capital$ 
Operating $ 
Sub-Total$ 

22,435,081 
46,878,132 
69,313,057 

Total $1,317,372,057 

Local 

$ 8,226,000 
$ 220,446,768 
$ 228,672,768 

$ 2,492,787 
$ 46,878,132 
$ 49,370,919 

$ 278,043,687 

Funding is expected to come from a variety of sources, includin.g: 

Total 

$1,228,366,000 
$ 248,365,612 
$1 ,476,731 ,612 

$ 24,927,868 
$ 93,756,264 
$ 118,684,132 

$1 ,595,415,744 

• Federal Highway Tmst Fund (Based on trends from 1994 to 2005); 

• State Gasoline Taxes; (Based on trends from 1994 to 2005); 

• Bibb County General Fw1d (Based on previous budgets); 

• City of Macon General Fund (Based on previous budgets); 

• Jones Cmmty General Fund ( Based on previous budgets); 

• Bibb County Road Improvement Program (Based on revenues that have been allocated 

to projects); 

• Jones Cow1ty Special Purpose Sales T ax; 

• Macon-Bibb Transit Authority Fares and Advertising; 

• State of Georgia General Fund; and 

• United States Treasmy General Fund. 

Of the numerous revenue sources, the Federal Highway Tmst Fund, State Gasoline Tax, Bibb 

County General Fund, City of Macon General Fund and the Bibb County Road Improvement Pro

gram are the dominant contributors to the overall pool of revenues. Federal and State funding is 

expected to accmmt for $1,317,372,057 or approximately 83% of the total. Although federal 

and state money reaches into all aspects of the plan, it is expected to cover a particularly large 

share of the total capital costs for road, bridge, bike, pedestrian, greenway, and transit in the plan. 

If previous customs continue into the fuhue, then a signi£cant portion of expenses for mainte-
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nance and operations of the transpmtation system will be shouldered with funds from local sources 

and supplemented by state and federal revenues. An estimated total of $1,317,3752,057 is antici

pated from state and federal sources during the life of the 2030 Long Range Transpmtation Plan. 

Table 6-30. 

Table 6-31 
Estimated Total Funding from Local 

Sources for the 2030 LRTP 
Category 

Maintenance & Repair $ 
Transit Authority $ 

SPLOST & General 

220,446,768 
49,370,919 

Fund Accounting $ 8,226,000 

Total $ 278,043,687 

From local sources, another $278,043,687 is reasonably expected to be as shown below. The larg

est component of local funding comes from budgets for maintenance and repair programs for 

streets, bridges and traffic control equipment. These revenue sources account for $220,446,768. A 

summary of the base budget estimates for the City of Macon, Bibb County and the portion of 

Jones County that is in the :MATS area was presented in Table 5-4 earlier in this section. Bibb 

County and the City of Macon planned to spend approximately $5.1 million and $3.6million, re

spectively, on maintenance and repair activities. If the budget figure of $9,185,282 is extended over 

the 25-year life of the plan then the total funds available amounts to more than $220 million. 

Table 6-31. 

There are two other significant local sources of revenue. Local funds to support se1vices provided 

by the Macon-Bibb County Transit Authority (MTA) are expected to total $49,370,919 during the 

life of the plan. The City of Macon and also Bibb Cow1ty unde1w1~te a pmtion of the MTA's oper

ating and capital expenses each year through the life of the plan. It is anticipated that most of this 

money will come from the general fund accmmts of these two local governments. 

Ftmds from the current Bibb County and Jones County SPLOST's that are earmarked fm transpm

tation are also included in determining the total amount of funds that will be available to under

write the 2030 Transportation Plan. These funds are typically used to make capital improvements 

to the existing transportation infrastmcture as opposed to maintenance and repair needs. A total 



of $8,266,000 was projected to be available from SPLOST programs during the 2030 LRTP. This 

was already allocated by the Road Improvement P rogram and .is reflected in the MATS TIP. 

The three major sources of local revenue are listed .in the table. These revenues, .in combination 

with those from stat e and federal sources, are expected to generate a total o f $1,595,415,744 

during the 25-year life of the plan. 

Financial Capacity 

Tlus section shows that there will be sufficient revenues from existing sources, as well as from 

those that are anticipated to be reasonably available in the future, to pay for the cost of the 2030 

Long Range Transportation Plat! (LRTP) as well as for the ongoing maintenance and repair of the 

trat1spor tation system . Cost estimates for roadway improvem ent projects, bicycle/ pedestrian 

improvements, studies, programs and policies being recommended to be .in the 2030 LRTP are 

reported .in table 6-26 and cost $889 mill.io n. To these, the cumulative 25 year cost estimate o f 

$248 mill.ion for maintenance, repair. In addition, the anticipated non-road improvem ent expen

ditures such as $118 million for the Macon Transit A uthority are reflected. 

In tlus section , tl1e amount of revenue that cat! reasonably be assumed available during the 25-

year life of tl1e plat! .is also estimated . There are several principle sources of revenue assumed to 

be available during tl1e life of the plan. These include: 

• State at!d federal p rograms that a1·e funded from gasoline taxes primarily, but also w.itl1 

from the U nited States and State of Georgia general funds on occasion; 

• Bibb County sales tax revenues from tl1e 1994 SPLOST . These are listed in tl1e cur-

rent Tran spmtation Imp.rovement Program and Tier II; 

• J ones County sales tax revenues; 

• Bibb County, Jones County, and City o f Macon general funds; and 

• Fares collected by tl1e l\IITA. 

Tl1e final calculation determin ing whether tl1e list o f projects recomm ended for tl1e 2030 LRTP 

is fiscally constrained .is a simple compat·ison that ch ecks total revenues against to tal costs. To be 



financially constrained, the .revenues must exceed m be equal to the costs ove.r the 25 yea.r life of 

the plan. 

TI1e amount of .revenue that was pwjected to be available dming the 25 yea.r life of the plan was 

based, in large pa.rt, on experience f.rom previous yea.rs. Estimates of futme maintenance and 

repair costs were also calculated fwm trends using actual expense infonnation. All revenue and 

cost estima.tes are depicted in terms of 2004 dollars. 

Cost Estimation. 

The total estimated cost of the projects, studies and programs being recommended for inclu

sion in the 2030 LR TP is over $1 .256 billion. This includes maintenance and repair expenses 

on state and local roads at a cost of $248 million or 20% of the total. An expenses break

down by cost type and generalized revenue source is depicted in Table 6-32. Road impwve

ments, sidewalks, bike lanes and other enhancement type pwjects take around $889 million or 

71 % of the total. Transit setv ice costs have totaled to awnnd $118 million or 9% of the total. 

Table 6-32 
Plan Costs 

Fed/State Local 
Roads & Bridges 

Improvements $ 880,763,132 $ 8,226,000 
Operations & Maintenance $ 27,918,844 $220,446,768 

Sub-Total $ 908,681,976 $228,672,768 

Transit 
Capital $ 22,435,081 $ 2,492,787 

Operating $ 46,878,132 $ 46,878,132 
Sub-Total$ 69,313,213 $ 49,370,919 

Total $ 977,995,189 $278,043,687 

Available Revenues 
Roads & Bridges 

Improvements $1 ,220,140,000 
Operations & Maintenance $ 27,918,844 

Transit 

Sub-Total $1 ,248,058,844 

Capital $ 
Operating $ 
Sub-Total $ 

22,435,081 
46,878,132 
69,313,213 

Total $1 317 372 057 

$ 8,226,000 
$220,446,768 
$228,672,768 

$ 2,492,787 
$ 46,878,132 
$ 49,370,919 

$278 043 687 

Total 

$ 888,989,132 
$ 248,365,612 
$1 ' 137,354,744 

$ 24,927,868 
$ 93,756,264 
$ 118,684,132 

$1,256,038,876 

$1,228,366,000 
$ 248,365,612 
$1 ,476,731 ,612 

$ 24,927,868 
$ 93,756,264 
$ 118,684,132 

$1 595 415 744 

http://S1.317.372.057
http://S278.043.687
http://S1.595.415.744


Revenue Estimation- T otal revenues from both Federal/ State and Local sources amounts to 

$1.59 billion . The list of projects being recommended for the 2030 LRTP is financially con

strained because the anticipated reven.ues exceed d1e estimated cost by approximately $339 million. 

The 2030 Long Range Transportation is fiscally constrained. These figures are based on recent 

trends with factors applied to normalize revenue stream data to the value of 2004 dollars. See 

Table 6-31. 

The 2030 LRTP proposes nine planning studies to be done for $2.2 million to develop projects. to 

address future problem s that appear to be o n d1e ho rizon . Possible projects from d1ese studies 

could prove to be very large and very expensive. Cost overruns on existing p roj ects and future 

projects from planning studies may gready reduce this surplus. 
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Plan Considerations 

Environmental Justice 

Transportation plans for the Macon Area must show compliance witl1 federal laws guaranteeing rights to 

persons of all races, color or national origins and to persons witl1 disabilities as well. Two policies among 

many others tl1at must be taken into consideration in transportation process on the state and local levels 

are Executive Order 12898, better known as Environmental Justice (EJ) and the Americans witl1 Dis

abilities Act (ADA). EJ policies require local transportation plans to identify and address as appropriate, 

disproportionately high and adverse human or environmental effects of its programs, policies, and ac

tivities on minority populations and low income populations . . Macon's long range transportation must 

comply with Title VI laws that state, "No person in d1e United States shall, on d1e ground of race, colo r, 

or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied benefits o f, or be subject to discrimina

tion under and program or activity receiving federal assistance". It must also comply with d1e Americans 

witl1 Disabilities Act (ADA) whicl1 concentrates on d1e physical access to services and facilities. 

Title VI and the Americans with Disabilities Act 

Compliance wid1 Tide VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 as well as the requirem ents of the Environ

mental Justice Orders and the Americans wid1 Disabilities Act is of rnajor concern to the Macon Area 

Transportation Plamung Study. Tide VI states, " No person iu the Ututed States shall, on the grounds of 

race, color, or natioual origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied benefits of, or be subj ect to 

discrimination under and program or activity receiving federal assistance". Ftud1er, Environmental Jus

tice prov ides "each Federal Agency shall make aclueving environmental justice p art of its mission by 

identifying and addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human or environmental 

effects of its programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and low income populations". 

The Americans with Disabilities Act conce11trates on d1e physical access to services and facilities. 
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All three of these areas of concern were considered and addressed in the MATS procedure used to de

velop tl1e Long-Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). First, access to the planning process was handled to 

ensure tl1at tl1e low income populations and minority populations, and persons witl1 disabilities could par

ticipate in the development o f tl1e LRTP. The Citizens Adv.is01y Committee (CAC) was used as an instru

ment for identifying, discussing, and documenting diverse positions and sentiments regarding local trans

portation matters. Throughout the development of tl1e LRTP, tlus committee was consulted in, and of

fered comments for tl1e development of tl1e Plan. The CAC has key representation to ensure tl1ese pro

tected interest have access to the plamling process. While tl1e following does not represent tl1e total mem

bership of tl1e CAC, tl1ose listed below do provide input for EJ and ADA concerns: 

• One pet·son from each of tl1e city election wards; 

• One person from each cow1ty election disu·ict; 

• One person from tl1e O lder Americans Cow1cil; 

• One person from tl1e 1\'Iacon H ousing Authority Tenant Association; 

• A representative of tl1e disabled population; 

• A transit rider, and an ADA transit user. 

In addition, minority representation on decisio n making bodies in Bibb County is in most cases substan

tial. The following provides a breakdown of minority representation on many of tl1e m ajor decision mak

ing bodies in Bibb County. 

Members Minority Members 

• Macon-Bibb Cow1t)r Transit Autl10rity 7 4 

• Macon City Council 14 10 

• Bibb County Board of Commissioners 5 2 

• Macon-Bibb County P&Z Commission 5 3 

• Macon Area Transportation Study 
Policy Committee 16 4 

• CAC 15 6 
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To fmd1er solicit minmity participation from the general public, notices for public forums are published 

in a newspaper of general circulation and in a minority newspaper in the study area. Notices are also 

posted in Macon City Hall and d1e offices of the Planning and Zoning Commission. Other forms of me

dia include d1e city's cable station, FYI segments oflocal TV stations. 

All systems are evaluated as to d1e impact on low income populations and minority populations. The 

spatial distribution, access to service and facility impacts of d1e LRTP were analyzed to ensure d1ere were 

no disproportionate impacts on low income and minority commmuties. Figures 6-27 d1rough 6-31 .illus

trate d1e EJ a.reas of d1e study area according to the 2000 U.S. Census. EJ areas are de±l.ned as locations 

dlat contain a nunmity population greater d1at 50% and/ 01" is at least 20 percent below the poverty level. 

It should be noted that d1ere were new areas d1at met the criteria of being classified as an EJ area. Map 

9.1 displays d1e contrast between the areas based upon d1e 1990 U.S. Census and d1e 2000 U .S. Census. 

Based on an analysis of d1e proposed of d1e proposed street and lughway improvements, there is not a 

disproportionate impact on d1e EJ community because of rnajm road widening and od1er facility en

hancements. The facilities proposed are d1ose d1at can be justified because of documented needs for 

these areas whose benefits out weigh any negative benefits. Accordingly, dispropmtional impacts are not 

exlubited in the street and lughway pmtion of the LRTP. Figure 6-28 displays the list of TIP projects that 

are in the 2030 LRTP and are contrasted along wid1 d1e EJ areas. 

Transit service was evaluated as to the access to EJ areas based on tlus evaluation forty-two percent of 

the routes providing setvice in d1e study at·ea are located in EJ areas. Tllis is a favmably situation since 

people residing in d1ese areas depend on transit setvice for work, shopping, doctor' s appointment, and 

etc. Although a sigruficant amount of setvice is outside EJ areas, such diversity is needed to provide d1ese 

travel demands at a variety of destinations to tl1e transit t~ding public. It is important to link low income 

areas d1at have limited access to private autos to d1e .rest of tl1e commmuty. Tlus is needed to provide 

access to employment, shopping and otl1er activities . An .illustration of how the Macon Transit Aud1or

ity's transit routes overlay wid1 the EJ at·eas is displayed in Figure 6-29. 
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Figure 6-27 
Expansion of the 2000 U.S. Census Defined 

Environmental Justice Areas of the 1990 U.S. Census 
Defmed Environmental Justice Areas 
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Figure 6-28 
Environmental Justice Areas 

and TIP Projects 
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Figure 6-29 
Environmental Justice Areas 

and Transit Routes 
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Figure 6-30 
Environmental Justice Areas 

And Future Sidewalk Projects 
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Figure 6-31 
Environmental Justice Areas 

4rtd Existing and Planned Bike Routes 
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Safety 

Increasing the safety and security of the transportation system has become a maJOr goal of 

transportation planning on all levels government from the federal level to the l\IIPO and county levels. 

The MATS planning process takes safety concerns into consideration into almost every project. Proper 

design of facilities to improve operations will in most cases improve safety. 

There are several projects proposed in the plan that have been identified because of significant safety 

concerns. A good example of such a project is the improvements to thei-16/ I-75 interchange. When 

the interchange operated well below capacity, there were no significant safety issues. As the interchange 

approached and then exceeded capacity, the number of accidents greatly increased. There are currently 

over 200 accidents per year witlun this large interchange. 

The proposed designs being considered today address past design problems as well as future capacity 

issues. This has resulted in what seems to be an over design of tl1e proposed project when compared to 

tl1e existing project. The proposed alternative designs may seem large, but they will be simple and safe 

to use. 

Otl1er safety related projects are tl1e turn lanes recently constn1cted on Gray Highway and a similar 

project with turn lanes on Emery Highway. Recently, many of tl1e railroad crossings were improved 

witl1 lights, gates, signs, and markings. The Traffic Management Center, message boards, and 

signalization coordination, also, greatly enhance and promote safety. 

The l'v1A T S CAC, TCC, and Policy Committees have addressed safety on a somewhat informal basis in 

tl1e past; based on community concerns and accident data . The Macon-Bibb County Traffic 

Engineering Department and GDOT maintain an accident database and this data is used in determining 

safety based improvements. 

TI1e table 6-33lists intersection projects proposed by tl1e Macon-Bibb County Traffic Engineering 

department d1at warrant safety upgrades. TI1e overall justification of tl1e projects is that iu most cases 

high accident frequencies have been observed at tl1e locations listed. 
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Table 6-33 
Safety Projects Proposed by Macon-Bibb Traffic Engineering 

Location 
Eisenhower Pkwy @ Holly Rd. 

Emery Highway @ 2"d Street 

Forsyth Rd. @ Old Forsyd1 Rd. 

Mercer University Dr. @ 
Montpelier Ave. 

Old Forsyd1 Rd. @ Colaparchee 
Rd. 

Rivoli Drive @ Wesleyan 

Thomaston Rd. @ J ohnson/ Lwr. 
Thomaston Rd. 

Justification 2030 LRTP Total Plan Cost 
5 Accidents wid1 1 fatality $700,000 

17 accidents of various types wid1 
7 rear end accidents. 

10 accidents from 2001 duough 
October 2004 wid1 6 right angle 
type. 

18 accidents wid1 16 rear end 
accidents. 

3 right angle accidents, 2001 
duough 2004. 

13 accidents wid1 9 right angle type 
accidents. 

Signal warrants and criteria met. 

$800,000 

$700,000 

$700,000 

$800,000 

$1,700,000 

$1,200,000 

Proposed Safety Projects Included as Part of Larger Projects 
Bloomfield Road @ Brownley 15 rear end type accidents. $600,000 
Drive 

Bloomfield Rd. @ Log Cabin 
Rd. / Chambers Drive 

Emery H wy@ Jeffersonville Rd
Ocmulgee Monument 

Pio Nona Ave.@ Guy Paine Rd. 

Pio Nona Ave. @ Broadway & 
Houston Ave. 

13 accidents wid1 8 rear end type. 

14 accidents. Tius is included as 
part of d1e Jeffersonville Rd 
Project 351090. 

24 accidents wid1 22 rear end from 
Guy Paine onto Pio Nona Ave. 
Tius is included as part of the Pia 
Nona Ave Project 350560. 

Intersection configuration 

Total 

$600,000 

$1,000,000 

$800,000 

$1,200,000 

$10,800,000 

Upgrading these intersections may entail one or more of d1e following actions: 1) Adding left and right 

tum lanes. 2) Improving turning radii. 3) Installing traffic signals, cameras, video detection devices, 

and/ or Hashing beacon. 4) Re-alignment of intersecting roads. 5) Providing a transition lane to facilitate 

merging traftJ.c. 6) Provide acceleration and deceleration lanes. 



One of d1.e main problems iliat need to be addressed in d1.e vety near future is how accident reporting is 

done. Now that the GIS is being utilized, more specitl.c accident location information can be utilized. 

Better and more useful data can be provided to ilie planners and engineers involved in transportation 

planning as a result of the GIS. Part of the problem is how d1.e data is recorded in ilie field by law en-

forcement. 
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1. TI10maston Rd @ Johnson Rd/ Lower TI1omaston 
2. Old Forsyth Rd. @ Colaparchee Rd. 
3. Forsyth Rd@ Old Forsyth Rd 
4. Rivoli Dr. @Wesleyan Dr. 
5. Emery Hwy. @ Second St. 
6. Emery Hwy. @ Jeffersonville Rd. 
7. Mercer University Dr. @ Montpelier Ave. 
8. Eisenhower Pkwy @ Holley Rd. 
9. Bloomfield Rd. @ Chambers Rd./Log Cabin Dr. 
10. Bloomfield Rd. @ Brownley Dr. 
11 . Pin Nono Ave. @ Broadway & Houston Ave. 
12. Pin Nono Ave.@ Guy Paine Rd. 

These maps were prepared by the 
MACON-BIBB COUmY PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION 
for lhe MACON AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY 

y 
\ 

Figure 6-32 
Safety Projects Proposed by 

Traffic Engineer 

NOTE: Projecls area not 
tistedby p<iorily 
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Chapter 7-Intergovernmental Coordination 
INTRODUCTION 

TI1e lntergovenunental Coordination element provides federal, state, regional and local governments an oppor

tunity to inventmy existing intergovenunental coordination mechanism s and processes with other local govern

m ents and governmental entities that can have profound impacts on the success of implementing the local gov

emment's Consolidated Plans, Comprehensive Plans and Long-Range Transportation Plans. TI1e purpose of 

this element is to assess the adequacy and suitability of existing coordination mechanisms to serve the current 

and future needs of the community and articulate goals and formulate a strategy for effective implementation of 

community policies and objectives that, in many cases, involve multiple govemmental entities. As Macon-Bibb 

County continues to experience a greater share of employment and population growth, intergovernmental coor

dination will become increasingly more important in maintaining the quality of life that attracts individuals to the 

City and County. TI1e following are key entities within. the City and County where coordination is extremely im

portant. 

Federa4 State & R egional Coordination: 

Federal Highway Administration (FHW A) 

The FHW A is a major agency of the U.S. D epartment o f Transportation (DOT). As a cabinet-level organization 

of the Executive Branch of the U.S. Government, the DOT is led by a presidential appointee-the Secretary of 

Transportation. The top-level official at FHWA is the Administrator, who reports directly to the Secretary of 

Transportation. FHWA is headquartered in Washington, D C, witl1 field offices in every State, tl1e District of 

Columbia, and Puerto Rico. FHWA is charged with the broad responsibility of ensuring tl1at America's roads 

and highways continue to be the safest and most technologically up-to-date. Although State, loca~ and tribal 

governments own most of the Nation's highways, FHWA provides fmancial and technical support to them for 

constmcting, improving, and preserving America's highway system. TI1e annual budget of more than $30 billion 

is funded by fuel and motor vehicle excise taxes. The budget is primarily div ided between two programs: Fed

eral-aid funding to State and local goveuunents; and F ederal Lands Highways funding for national parks, na

tional forests, Indian lands, and other land under Federal stewar·dship. FHW A provides the local MPO 

(Metropolitan Plamling Organization) which is the Macon-Bibb County Planning and Zarling Commission, with 

F ederal funding to implement various transportation related projects such as the Long-Range Transportation 

Plan for the MATS (Macon Area Transportation Study) area. FHWA has representation on the MATS T echni

cal Coordinating Committee and the Policy Committee. 
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Federal Transit Authority (FT A) 

FTA is one of eleven modal administrations within the U.S. Department of Transporta.tion. H ead ed by an Ad

mi.tustrator w ho is appointed by the President of the United States, FTA functions through a Washington, DC 

headquarters office and ten regional offices wluch assist transit agencies in all 50 states, d1e District of Columbia, 

Puerto Rico, the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, Nord1em Mariana Islands, and American Samoa. Public transporta

tion i.t1eludes buses, subways, light rail, commuter rail, monorail, passenger feny boats, trolleys, i.t1clined railways, 

and people movers. The Federal government, duough the FTA, provides financial assistance to develop new 

transit systems and improve, maintain, and operate existing systems. FTA oversees d1ousands of grants to hun

dreds of state and local trru1sit providers, primarily d1mugh its ten regional offices. These grantees are responsible 

for managi.t1g d1eir programs in accordance wid1 Federal requirements, and FTA is responsible for ensuring that 

grantees follow Federal mru1dates along with statut01y ru1d administrative requirements. FTA provides the local 

MPO (Metropolitan Plannmg Orgatuzation) which is d1e Macon-Bibb County Planni.t1g and Zoni.t1g Commission, 

with Federal funding to implement various transit related projects. 

Georgia Department of Community Affairs (DCA) 

The Georgia Department of Commmuty Affairs (DCA) was created in 1977 to setve as an advocate for local gov

ennnents. On July 1, 1996, the Governor and General Assembly merged the Georgia Housi.t1g and Finance Au

d10rity (GHFA) with the Department of Community Affairs. Today, DCA operates a host of state and federal 

grant programs; setves as the state's lead agency i.t1 housing finance and development; promulgates building codes 

to be adopted by local governments; provides comprehensive planni.t1g, techtucal and research assistance to local 

governments; and setves as the lead agency f01· d1e state's solid waste reduction efforts. The GDCA creates op

portmuties to improve the quality of life for Georgia citizens by: fostering partnerships widun State government, 

local governments, and the private sector; understrulding a commuruty's challenges and opportunities; wot:king to 

develop locally-driven solutions; and bringing resources to d1e table. 

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) 

The State Highway Department was created on August 16, 1916 by an act of d1e Legislature. The Department of 

Transportation (GDOT) was created i.t1 1972 by former Governor Jimmy Carter. The Georgia D epartment of 

Transportation plans, constr-ucts, mai.t1tains and improves the state's m ad and bridges; provides planrung and fi

nancial support for other modes of transportation such as mass transit and airports; provides airport and air safety 

plamung; and prov ides air travel to state departments. The Department also provides administrative support to 

the State Tollway Authot·ity and the Georgia Rail Passenger Authority. The Georgia Department of Transporta-
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tion provides a safe, seamless and sustainable transportation system that supports Georgia's economy and is sen

sitive to its citizen s and environment. GDOT wmks collabmatively with the :NIPO in pmviding technical assis

tance in regards to transpmtation related projects. GDOT has representation on the MATS Technical Coonlinat

ing Committee and the Policy Committee. 

Middle Georgia Regional Development Center (RDC) 

The Jvliddle Gemgia Regional D evelopment Center (RDC) was established thmugh the enactment o f the Gemgia 

State Planning Act of 1989, commonly kn.own as H ouse Bill 215. The Jvliddle Gemgia RDC, effective July 1, 

1989, succeeded the former Middle Gemgia Area Planning and D evelopment Commission established in. 1965. 

The Official Code of Gemgia (OCGA) Section 50-8-31 et al provided fm this succession and is the basis fm: the 

existence of the Middle Gemgia RDC. Membership in the RDC is mandat01y fm each county and municipality 

in the Jvliddle Georgia region. The RDC's membership con sists of 11 cmmties and 22 cities in Middle Gemgia. 

The area consists of both urban and rural counties with Bibb County/ Macon and H ouston County/ Warner Rob

ins being predominately urban. The RDC Board of Directors is responsible for establishing policy and direction. 

The objectives of the RDC are to develop, pmmote and assist in establishing coordinated and comprehensive 

planning in Georgia; to provide local governments on both an individual and regional basis with professional 

tecluucal assistance to improve local government service programs; to provide professional technical assistance 

with d-1.e developm ent, collection, compilation and maintenance of a local information base and netwmk; to man

age those nonprofit cmporations created by the RDC in accordance with Gemgia law for the operation of revolv

ing loan programs and to function as a certitl.ed development company; and to function as the designated Area 

Agency on Aging (AAA), responsible fm services, advocating on behalf of older persons in need, and contacting 

with a network of agencies to provide direct services to the eldedy in the Jvliddle Georgia region. The MPO 

works closely with the RDC when. submitting and reviewing local DRI (D evelopment of Regional Impact) appli

cations. The RDC has representation on the MATS Technical Co01·dinating Committee and the Policy Commit-

tee. 
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Local Coor-dination: 

Bibb County Government 

Bibb County is governed by a County Commission Chairman and four Cow1ty Commissioners. The Commission 

operates on a committee system and oversees the operations of 31 departments and funds 24 agencies of Bibb 

County government. Commissioners are elected to setve 4 year terms. They are eligible for re-election and must 

live in Bibb County. The Chairman is elected countywide and is the Chief Executive Officer of the County. The 

Board Chairman is an ex-officio member of all committees. Bibb Cow1ty Chairman setves as a voting member 

on the MATS Policy Committee of the MPO. 

Bibb County Commission Districts 

District4 
joe O~Allen 

District 1 
Samuel Hart 

Figure 7.1 
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City of Macon 

TI1e Mayor's major duties include supetvising the executive and administrative functions of city govenunent. The 

Mayor also setves on a number of authorities and boards. Composed of fifteen members, City Council is the leg

islative branch of the City Government. This body enacts the laws, ordinances, and resolutions for local govern

ment. Council is elected evety four years, with three members from each of the five wards. Post I of each ward is 

elected by the City at large and Post 2 and 3 positions are elected by only those people from within the respective 

ward. A President is elected by Council members from those members holding a Post I position. President Pro 

Tern is elected from the Council members as a whole. The President, President Pro Tern, and one other council 

members setve as a committee to appoint members to the six standing Council Committees. The Mayor of the 

City of Macon setves as a voting member on the MATS Policy Committee of the MPO. 

City Council Wards Figure 7.2 

Oty of MRron - Council Ward Map 

- .,_ 
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Macon-Bibb County Planning & Zoning Commission 

The Plruuung & Zoning Commission has two major functions: land development regulation and planning. The 

lru1d development function administers ru1d enforces d1.e zotung and platting regulations. The planning function 

provided d1.e technical expertise for local planning for the city and county and d1.e Macon Area Transportation 

Study (i.e. streets, lughways and transit plamling). Policy is set by a five person Commission dtat is alternatively 

appointed by City and County. The Chairmru1 and Vice--Chairman are elected ammally by the Commission it

self. 

Macon-Bibb Cmmty Water & Sewer Authority 

TI1e lvfacon Water Audwcity was created by an act of the Georg.ia General Assembly to se.t.ve as a public corpora

tion d1at provides municipal water and sewerage services for the City of Macon and Bibb County areas. TI1e ori

gin of the Macon Water Aud1ority dates back to 1880, when water for domestic se1vice was procured from d1.e 

wells of individual Bibb county citizens. TI1.at same year, The Macon Gas Light and Water Company undertook 

d1e task of providing water under pressure for the business section of d1e City by developing what is known as 

Tuff Springs. The next year, d1.e company installed 53 tue hydrants to supply water for domestic and manufactur

ing services for a small area south of Spring Street. In the early 1900's, the Board of Water Commissioners was 

created by special act of the Georgia Legislature, to be operated by d1.ree elected members. In 1973, d1e Macon

Bibb County Water and Sewerage Authority was created with five members, du·ee of whom were elected and two 

of whom were appointed - one from d1e City Council and one from the County Commission. Those respective 

city and cow1ty appointees remain in effect today. Howeve1·, in 1979, the state passed legislation requiring repre

sentation on the Water Authority by districts. District elections began in 1980, ru1d d1e number of members was 

increased to seven- the current number of board members dtat serve on. the Authority today. It was 1992 when 

the Macon-Bibb County Water & Sewerage Aud1.ority was renamed to The Macon Water Aud1ority (MWA), and 

it has operated under d1is utility moniker since. Today, the MWA Water Distribution System has approximately 

1,425 miles of water mains and service lines se1ving approximately 54,000 metered customers. The Authority also 

operates a sewage collection system, wllich includes approximately 250 miles of interceptor sewers a11d approxi

mately 950 miles of sanitary sewer lines se1ving over 41,000 customers. Macon Soils, a subsidiary of the Aud10r

ity, handles the recycling of biosolids from wastewater treatment at the Aud1.ority's water reclamation or water 

pollution control facilities, distributing d1ese byproducts to area farmers for agricultural purposes. The MW A 

closely coordinates its expansion of water se1vice with the local MPO. MWA has representation on the MATS 

Technical Coordinating Committee a11.d the Policy Committee. 
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Bibb County Board of Education 

The Bibb County School District provides a quality education for approximately 25,000 children throughout 

J\ifacon and Bibb County. From Pre-K through the twelfth grade, students learn in an atmosphere that promotes 

cultural understanding and respect, willie holding the highest standards for academic achievement and personal 

responsibility. The standard curricula in our 27 elementary, 6 middle and 6 high schools provide a solid educa

tional foundation. We currently have 3 magnet elementary schools, 1 magnet middle school, 4 magnet high 

schools and 1 high school otiering career oppmtunities. Among our 5 specialty school, we have two facilities to 

meet special needs, Butler Early Childhood Center which also provided Pre-K fm 4 year olds and Elam Alexan

der Academy. Other schools of interests are: the Performance Learning Center, the Teen Parent Center and Jo

seph Neel Academy. The school system is managed by an elected Bibb County Board of Education and an ap

pointed Superintendent of Schools. There are eight board members- 6 serve a district and 2 are members at

large. The Board meets in regular session on the third Thursday of each month beginning at 6:00p.m . School 

Board committee meetings are held on the second Thursday of each month, beginning at 2:30pm and are open to 

the public. The local MPO works closely with the Bibb County BOE when tl1e rezoning process for residential 

development are pending. The Bibb County BOB works with the Macon-Bibb County Planning and Zoning 

Commission in collecting socio-economic data and wid1 other planning initiatives. The Bibb County BOB has 

t:epresentation on the MATS Citizens Advisory Committee. 

Macon Housing Authority 

The Macon Housing Autl10rity provides safe, decent and sanitary housing to low-income families . Originally, tlus 

was done through public housing, where tl1e Authority owned and directly managed d1e facilities. Later, ilie Au

tl10rity added the Section 8 program, wllich provides rental assistance to low-income families renting housing 

from pr~vate owners. The Aud10rity is governed by a six-member Board of Commissioners tl1at are appointed by 

tl1e Maym for· five year terms. The Autl1ority uses no local tax revenue in its operation, but derives its revenue 

from rent and federal subsidies. The Authority maintains 11 neighborhoods consisting of single family homes 

and one senim citizens tower. The Macon Housing Authority has representation on tl1e l\IIA TS Citizens Advisory 

Committee. 

Industrial Authority 

The Autl1ority was created by an Act of the General Assembly in 1962, and is govemed by a s1x (6) member 

board consisting of tl1e Mayor, County Commission Chairman, Macon Econonlic Development Chairman, and 

three City/County appointees. The Act charged tl1e Autl1ority witl1 the responsibility of creating jobs and in-
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creasing the tax base of Macon/ Bibb County. It issues Industrial Revenue Bonds for financing of economic de

velopment projects and provides incentives to new or expanding industry. 'TI1ese incentives can be funded 

through Authority resources or through other sources with the Authority acting as d1e vehicle to provide d1e in

centives. The Authority has developed and owns land in five (5) industrial parks. It also owns and leases manu

facturing, warehousing, and office space, as well as operating d1e Allied Enterprise Center, an incubator for small, 

sta.tt-up businesses. 'TI1e Authority supports d1e Macon Economic D evelopment Commission in its economic 

development efforts, including acting as a liaison with City and County governments to implement incentives and 

financing of projects. The Industrial Aud1ority has representation on the MATS Tecluucal Coordinating Com

mittee and the Policy Committee. 

Urban Development Authority 

The Urban Development Aud10rity was created through a special act of the Georgia General Assembly and a ref

erendum approved by the voters of Macon and Bibb County. It possesses broad legal powers to facilitate the ±1-

nancing and implementation of development projects, both public and private, in Downtown Macon and the sur

rounding areas. The authority provides a vital link between local government and the development / business 

community. Since its creation in 1974, d1e aud1ority has worked in partnerslup with d1e city, county, and other 

groups to bring abo ut major redevelopment and reinvestment in Downtown. For example, the Historic Fa

cade/ RelNbilitation Program resulted in more d1an $17 million in private investment in 90 historic commercial 

buildings. The $1.5 million Cherry Street Improvement Project leveraged $12 million in private reinvestment. 

The Broadway Redevelopment Project eliminated major blighted properties in an area that is now home to d1e 

Music and Sports Halls of Fame and Tubman Museum. The aud10rity has partnered wid1 NewTown Macon and 

the city and county in property assemblage for d1e 1 0-acre Riverside D evelopment Project. The aud1ority is d1e 

issuing agency for $8 million in bonds for d1e city and county as part of d1e $36 million NewTown Community 

Challenge. The new Willott' on Fifth restaurant is an example of an authority / city/ NewTown partnerslup. TI1e 

Urban Development Authority has representation on d1e NIATS T eclulical Coordinating Committee a.11d the Pol

icy Committee. 

Bibb County Development Authority 

TI1e Development Aud1ority of Bibb County is a public corporation, established in 1973, which has been created 

pursuant to the D evelopment Aud10rities Law of the State of Georgia. The Aud1ority functions for the imple

mentation of projects including: 
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• Manufacturing facilities 
• Industrial facilities 
• Water and air pollution control facilities 
• Solid waste disposal facilities 
• Convention centers and spoti:s facilities 
• Mass commuting facilities (such as aitports and bus stations) 
• Hotels 
• O ffice buildings for business and charitable institutions 
• Television facilities 
• Provision of water and sewage 
• Educational facilities 
• Assisted living/ nursing homes 

TI1.e officers of tl1e Authority in clude a Chairman , a Vice C h airm an , a Secretary, an Assistant Secretaty, a Treas

urer, and an A dministrato r. Meetings of tl1e A uthority are held an nually in May. The purposes o f and eligible 

projects o f the Autl10rity are found in O .C.G.A. § 36-62-1, et seq . 

Chamber of Commerce 

The Greater Macon C h amber o f Commerce is a privately funded, not-for-profit organization of businesses in 

Macon and Bibb County, G eorgia. It h as approximately 1,400 memb ers, 3,000 active volun teers and its rnembet·s 

employ some 67,000 employees . TI1e Chamber has been active for m ore than 150 years. TI1e Ch amber's primary 

mission is job creation, both tlnough recmitment o f n ew industty and assistance to Existing Industty . TI1e 

Chamber funds two tlllids of the annual budget of the M acon E conomic D evelopment Commissio n . G overn

ment Affairs is an important part of Ch amb er Activity, insuring a free How o f information between business and 

government at the local, state and federal level. TI1e Ch amber takes position s as appropriate on legislatio n and 

represents the interest of its business members in lo bbying for or again st proposed laws. 

Macon Economic Development Commission (MEDC) 

The Macon E conomic D evelop ment Com mission (MEDC) is a partnership of government and private industty. 

M EDC has as its mission: the responsibility for business and industty r ecruitment and expan sion in Tvlacon and 

Bibb County. Many community organizatio n s con tribute to or support developm ent in som e way or anotl1er. 

M EDC works closely with tl1.ese o rganizatio ns to en sure th at proper commwucation occurs. TI1ese guidelines 

constitute d1e framework for a working relationslup between the entities. 

• Macon Economic Development Commission: ME D C is d1.e con tact point for d evelopment in Macon 
and Bibb Cow1ty. I t has the respon sibility for coordin ation of d1.e effort in gen eral and specifically: 
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• Marketing Macon - All pro-active efforts to recruit prospects including advertising, promotion, marketing 
trips, contacts with statewide developers, public statements, and any other dealings with entities or persons 
externa.l to Macon and Bibb County. 

• Project Management - All direct contacts with. Development Prospects induding correspondence, propos
als, site visits, entertaimnent, and liaison between Prospects and other Development entities. .NIEDC shall 
have the responsibility for communicating project requirements to financing authorities and authority propos
als to prospects. 

TI1.e Niacon Economic Development Commission is in business to serve firms considering expansion or reloca

tion to Macon. I t represents the city, county, and all authorities as the marketing a~·m. This allows Niacon to 

speak with one voice. The Macon Economic D evelopment Commission is currently tlinded to a maxinmm of$ 

600,000 per year. Funding and governance are according to this table: 

Olarrber Government 

Funding $ 400,000 (max) $200,000 
(max) 

Executive Committee 3 Members 3 Members 

Board of Directors 12 Members 6 Members 

Macon Transit Authority 

TI1e Macon-Bibb County Transit Autl10rity maintains forty (40) buses that provides transit service within Macon, 

Georgia and to portions of Bibb County adjacent to tl1.e urban area. MAC, tl1.e fixed route transit system includes 

a radial network of 9 routes which converge at the downtown transfer facility on Poplar Street. TI1.e tenth route, 

Macon's In-Town Trolley Service (MITSI) is a circulator tl1at operates in the downtown area. Approximately, 

4500 passenger hoardings occur each weekday. Routes operate Monday tl1.rough Saturday, with frequencies of 25 

to 75 minutes. Service hours were recently expanded so that most routes operate from 6 a.m. to 11 p .m. Routes 

are designed to provide maximum coverage, resulting in trips tl1.at are somewhat circuitous and time consuming. 

While MBCTA provides fairly comprehensive service within tl1.e City of Macon, growtl1. along the fringe of tl1.e 

urban areas has resulted in many key destinations being unserved. These include many employment sites located 

in the outlying industrial parks (Ait·port Industrial Park and Ocmulgee Industrial Park) . The Autl1.ority also oper

ates four vans in conjunction witl1. the Older Americans Council (OAC) in order to comply witl1. paratransit ser

vice requirements of the Americans witl1 Disabilities Act (ADA) . The locallVIPO works very closely with tl1.e 

Macon Transit Authority in providing technical support to improve their ridership. The local MPO has per

formed On-Board route analysis for MTA and is currently inputting tl1.eir routes into GIS format. MTA has rep

resentation on the MATS Technical Coordinating Committee and tl1e Policy Committee. 
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Service Delivery Strategy Summary 

TI1e 1997 Georgia General Assembly enacted the Local Government Senrices D eliveq Strategy Act (HB 489). 

The intent of the Act is: a) to provide a t1exible framework for local governments and authorities to agree on a 

plan for delivering set-vices efliciently, effectively and responsively; b) to minimize any duplication and competi

tion among local governments and autl1orities providing local set-vices and, c) to provide a metl1od to resolve dis

putes among set-vice providers regarding set-vice delivety, funding equity and laud use. 

Iu brief, tl1e Set-vice Delivety Strategy addresses tl1.e following: 

• Identification of all set-vices presently provided in the county by cities, counties and authorities. 

• Identification of which local government or autl1.ority will be responsible for providing which service in what 
area of tl1e county in the future. 

• Identification of funding sources for all services. 

• Identification of intergovernmental contracts, ordinances, resolutions, etc. to be used in implementing tl1.e 
strategy, including ex..isting contracts. 

• If a duplication of services is found, an explanation for its existence and a timetable for the elimination of tl1.e 
duplication must be provided. 

• Jurisdictions charging water and sewer rate d..ifferentials to customers outside their boundaries must be able to 
justify such differentials. 

• Set-vices provided primarily for unincorporated areas must be funded by revenues derived exclusively from 
tl1e unincorporated area of counties. 

• Conflicts inland use plans witlun a county, between the county and its cities, must be eliminated. 

• A process must be established for resolving land use classification disputes between a county and city arising 
over property to be annexed. 

Each cow1.ty and its municipalities has developed a se1-v1ce delivery strategy including the items listed above. 

However, as it relates to the City of Macon and Bibb County, tl1e Middle Georgia Regional D evelopment Center 

is currently acting as tl1e liaison between bo th entities to complete tl1e Service D elivety Strategy for the area. 
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CHAPTERS 

Land Use, Character Areas and Quality Community Objecitves 

Macon-Bibb County, working cooperatively through the Macon Area Transportation Study 

(MATS) process, tmdertook a major update to the Transportation P lan for Macon-Bibb County 

and the southern portion of Jones Cmmty. Traditional plamung the01y dictates that transportation 

planning and land-use planning should work in tandem. Therefore the Land Use Plan was updated 

in association with the Long Range Transportation Plan. 

Willie previous plans had substantial public in.put, this plan update has benet!ted from a signifi

cantly improved public participation process via the Macon-Bibb County Visual Preference Survey 

(VPS) which in essence represents tire collective vision and voice of the community. TI1e VPS 

asked nearly 1,300 persons from every cross section of the commuruty a ser-ies of questions and 

presented images of development options tlrat existed and some tlrat could exist in the future. The 

county was dissected into tlu·ee distinct regions; Downtown, Neighborhoods, and Rural/ Suburban 

Areas. In each region, the study focused on seven subcategories: street type/ character, develop

ment options, pedestrian realm, parks / open space, parking options, signs, and mobil

ity/ transportation options. Participants were asked to rate images tlrat represented options in each 

subcategory and rate how appropriate each option was in relation to each region. If a person 

tl10ught tl1e image was appropriate for tlre community it would be given a positive rating tl1at 

ranged from +1 to +10. If a person thought the linage was inappropriate for tire community it 

would be given a negative ratllrg that ranged from -1 to -10. TI1e findings were tl1en compiled and 

analyzed and policy recommendations were developed in tl1e 2030 V ision and Action Plan. Many of 

tl1ese Endings and recomm endations were then used u1 the development of tl1e land use policies u1 

tllis Land Use Plan update. 
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Purpose of the Land Use Plan 

TI1e land use plan is used as a guide to promote, facilitate, and direct orderly growth and change. It 

aggregates the spatial relationship of the land uses of the community and provides the basis for re

zonings and other land use decisions made by community officials . 

TI1e land use plan cannot fully dictate how growth will take place, but must work with the econom

ics of the marketplace. It tries to anticipate where growth will occm based on current land use 

trends and projections of population, housing needs, and employment. The plan must recognize, 

however, that the market place is dynamic and therefore cannot be created and then etched into 

stone. A static land use plan cannot work effectively in the real world d1at is dynamic and constantly 

changing. 

Decisions made widun tl1e framework of tl1e land use plan do have an impact upon tl1e market

place and affect d1e economy and well being of tl1e community. The difficulty in arriving at a future 

land use plan is how to balance the economic forces of the marketplace with the overall well being 

of the commmuty. Aniving at a consensus and acluevi.ng d1e proper tradeoffs is often a veq diffi

cult and controversial process. 

TI1e land use plan does attempt to provide stability and a direction for growth and change. At d1e 

same time, the plan utilizes d1e community's resources, such as streets, lughways, water and sewer 

facilities to community's best advantage. TI1e plan is a focal point from which a discussion on land 

use decisions can begin. It provides d1e basic rationale for how tl1e commmuty sees itself growing 

and tries to minimize the negative impacts of one type of land use upon anod1eL 

MB u Q·" , n,: · £. 7 • fl. o • SHARED VISIONS ~ t'ft/CM-u,uo t-8fd1 rO!mMf u: u~'9 1./JK«INIC~ · 8-2 PloMingSmarfCI'Iolcas 



' ' 'lkt:~rl'ltti (jlH& fh, b,-tjl.f's,p.t t%-~ ' '' I' ' " ' " ' ' ' " ' " • ' " ' • ' " 
. ·7 "T ' • . I • 

Land Use Classification 

Standard Classification System 

In order to facilitate the development of a state and regional land use database, land use categories 

used in local plans must be consistent with the standard land use classification system established 

by the G eorgia D epartment of Community Affairs (D CA). More detailed categories used by local 

govenunen.ts must be subcategories tl1at can be grouped into one of the state mandated categories 

established by DCA. 

Land Use Categories 

TI1e specific recommendations regarding how land is anticipated to be used are governed by land 

use categories. TI1ere are eight standard land use categories that axe mandated by the Georgia D e

partment of Community Affairs to m eet minimum planning requirements. In most cases the land 

use categories in this plan will provide more detail and go beyond tl1e minimum standards. Several 

of the land use categories will also be augmented witl1 suggested VPS definitions/ regulations. 

Residential 

Residential use of land is usually the most extensive use of land in a community. Residential areas 

must be designed to accommodate basic human and social functions. TI1erefore, great care and 

though t must go into the land use p lan for these 

areas of the community. To achieve tlus end, tlus 

land use categmy was subdivided into the follow

ing subcategories: Rural Residential, Suburban 

Residentia~ and Urban Residential. 

DCA Land Use Mandate 
The predominant use of land within the residen

tial category is for single-family and multi
family dwelling units. 

Rural Residential. TI1is district is meant to preserve the nual character of outlying areas o f Bibb 

County. H o mes on large lot subdivisions and agricultuml/fmestty uses axe expected in tlus district. 

Public sewer is not anticipated in much of tlus district. According to tl1e VPS, large lot single family 

detached homes witl1 one utut per acre are the preferred option in tlus district. Minor agricultural 

cultivation is also expected in this category. 

Suburban Residential. Tlus subcategmy predonlinantly promotes single fanUly detached 
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Source: Macon-Bibb County VPS Results and Recommendations 

dwellings in subdivision settings with higher density single family attached or multi-family develop

ments at appropriate locations. lYiixed use developments that are predominantly single family in na

ture but may include attached or multi-family dwellings are also anticipated in tllis district 

The following images are examples of housing types and development patterns that were found to 

be appropriate in this district. The VPS results indicated tl1at smaller single family lots tl1at are 1
/ 4 to 

% acres in size would be appropriate. Otl1er appropriate housing types 

are townhouse, condominiums, apartments ru1d senior citizen housing. It is important to note tl1at 

Source: Macon-Bibb County VPS Results and Recommendations 

the smaller lot developments, cluster developments, and attached / multi-family developments should 

incorporate substantial park or open space. 
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Where appropriate, mixed use developments which contain small scale commercial or 

office in addition to residential uses may be allowed. 

Small scale office developments may be located at 

appropriate locations to senre a small market area in 

nearby neighborhoods . The image to the right illus

trates the general type of mixed use development d1.at 

may be acceptable in dus classification. Tius develop

ment includes a nuxed center having a more tradi

tional architectural character. It has sidewalks, diago

nal parking and an outdoor cafe. Building heights 

Source: Macon-Bibb County 
VPS Results and Recommendations 

vru.y from one to two and one half stories with emphasis on full roofs, more like a small 

village center. 

Urban Residential. Traditional urban neighborhoods may contain such residential uses 

as single family houses, single family attached and multi-family d evelopments along with nearby 

small scaled neighborhood convetuence retail and services that ru.·e intended to setve the need of 

the immediately surrounding neighborhood. TI1.e images below were positively rated from the 

VPS in d1.e urban residential categ01y . 

Source: Macon-Bibb County VPS Results and Recommendations 
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The images represent visually attractive development characteristics with integrated features includ

ing two to three story masoruy buildings, ground floors raised above grade, pedestrian realm ameni

ties including a semi-public edge between the sidewalk and the front yard, narrow setbacks, no ga

rages on the frout fac:;ade, (parki..t1.g in rear or off and alley), defined individual entrances, on street 

parking and street trees. Developments higher in density than in nu:al or suburban subcategories 

should be expected in this classification. 

Office convers1ons m sin gle family residences may be suitable along major thoroughfares where 

appropriate in this classification. Scale, compatibility ~l!ld protection of residential and historic prop

erties are keys issues in the appropriateness of u se. 

Commercial 

The commercial categoty was subdivided into 

four categories: office, community commercial, 

regional commercial, and d1.e central busiuess dis

trict (CBD). Subdividing commercial uses in these 

categories helps to better offer a more adequate fit 

of the proposed commercial use with the sur

t·ounding community. 

DCA Land Use Mandate 
This category is for land dedicated to non
industrial business uses, including retail 
sales, office, service and entertainment 

facilities, organized into general categories 
of intensities. Commercial uses may be 

located as a single use in one building or 
grouped together in a shopping center or 

office building. 

Office. Various types of professional, corporate and administrative office establislunents 

including stand alone offices, multi-tenant establishments and office supply stores are appropriate in 

this classification. This district may also include office/ warehouse or service centers were d eemed 

appropriate. 

Community Commercial. Retail sales, office and service uses with the largest establish

ments being less d1.an 100,000 square feet of floor area, and whose market is primarily community 

oriented are expected in dus classi£cation. 
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Regional Commercial. Tius classification .includes retail sales, office and service uses that 

support commercial establishments of over 100,000 square feet of flam whose market .is predomi

nantly 1·egional in nature. Uses are to be located onlughways and major tl1moughfares . 

TI1e image to tl1e right .is a highly rated example of 

desirable development in this categoty. The example 

image is a new prototype shopping center tl1at models 

itself after a traditional ma.in street tl1at incorporated 

three large magnet retailers including a multiplex cin-

ema and two "big boxes" at either end. TI1e main 

street has wide sidewalks, street furniture, street tree s 

and diagonal parking. TI1e high rating on this image 

suggests tlus is the right form of commercial develop

ment for Macon-Bibb County. 

Source: Macon-Bibb County VPS Results 
& Recommendations 

Central Business District. A variety of traditional uses are to be expected in the down

town area. Uses include a mix of residential, commercial, and light industrial that are compatible 

and appropriately scaled to encourage the continued pedestrian nature and ambiance of the down

town area. In addition, the VPS indicated tl1at downtown commercial development should include 

the following characteristics: 

• Buildings built up to tl1e sidewalk edge 

• Infill mixed-use buildings 

• Retail frontage with large display windows 

• pedestrian shelter in tl1e form of continuous awnings 

• 3 to 6 story heights 

• 40 to 60 percent fas:ade is transparent 

• articulated conuce lines 
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The images below are examples of d evelopment that is appropriate for the downtown area. 

Source: Macon-Bibb Cmmty VPS Results and Recommendations 

Industrial 

Tlus categmy encourages land use activities and development ranging from light to heavy ma11.u

facturing along with wholesale and warehouse 

operations. Light manufacturing does not gener- DCA Land Use Mandate 
ally require extensive loading and unloading of 

goods or outside storage. Normally the effects 

of the industrial operation are not detectable 

beyond the boundaries of the property. Heavy 

manufacturing will contain most of the fabrica

tion, p1·ocessing, storage and assembly opera-

This category is for land dedicated to 
manufacturing facilities, processing plants, 

factories, warehousing and wholesale trade 
facilities, mining or mineral extraction ac

tivities, or other similar uses, organized 
into general categories of intensity. 

tions in the commmuty. Areas designated for heavy manufactunng may generate noise, odors, 

and smoke that are detectable beyond the boundaries of the property. An office/warehouse cen

ter with limited retail is also appropriate in tllis disu·ict. 

Public/ Institutional 

The institutional categoty used 

here includes properties classified 

as public and quasi-public uses, 

such as government btllldings, 

p laces of worslllp, cemeteries, 

schools, fraternal orgatuzations 

and musemns. 

DCA Land Use Mandate 
This category includes certain state, federal or local government 

uses, and institutional/and uses. Government uses include city halls 
and government building complexes, police and fire stations, librar
ies, prisons, post offices, schools, military instillations, etc. Examples 
of institutional/and uses include colleges, churches, cemeteries, hos
pitals, etc. Facilities that are publicly owned, but would be classified 
more accurately in another land use category. For example, publicly 

owned parks and/or recreational facilities should be placed in the 
Parks/Recreation/ Conservation category; landfills should fall under 

the Industrial categmy; and general office buildings contains 
government offices should be placed in the Commercial category. 
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Transportation/ 

Communications/Utilities 

Tius land use Gltegmy includes properties used for 

transportation, communications and utility uses, 

such as streets and highways, power generat.Jon 

plants, railroad facilities, radio towers, public transit 

DCA Land Use Mandate 
This category includes sztch uses as mqjor trans
portation routes, public transit stations- po1Per 
generation plants, railroad facilities, radio tow-
ers, telephone stJJitching stations, ai1porls port 

facilities or other similar uses. 

s t:a. ti on s, telephone switching stations, a.llports, port iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii 

facilities or other similar uses. 

Parks / Recreation/ Conservation/ Floodplain 

This categoq is for land dedicated to parks, passive open space and recreational centers 

that are owned by and accessible to the pub-

lie. Land that is privately held with uses such 

as golf course, count.Jy clubs and athletic fa

cilities that are operated on a member-o.nly 

basis by clubs or non-protl.t organizations is 

also covered by this classification. Lastly, land 

DCA Land Use Mandate 
This 6'(/tegory is for land dedicated to active or 

passive recreational uses. These areas mqy be either 
pub!ic!J or privatefy 011med and mqy incbtde plqygr01mds 

public parks, nature preserves, tPi!dlije management 
areas, national forests> go if courses, recreation centers or 

similar uses. 

tl1at has been. designated for preservation under the Georgia Greenspace program or as 

recognized floodplain will fall under tlus classification. 

Agriculture 

Agricultural land uses are not designated in 

Bibb County due to the small amount of 

land that is used for agricultural purposes. 

DCA Land Use Mandate 
This categmy is for land dedicated to 

agriculture, farming (fields, lots, pastures, 
farmsteads, specialty farms, livestock 

production, etc.) or other similar uses such as 
pasture land not in commercial use. 
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Forestry 

Forestty land u ses are not designated in Bibb 

County due to the small amount of land that is 

used for timber hatvesting purposes. 

DCA Land Use Mandate 
This category is for land dedicated to 

commercial timber or pulpwood harvesting or 
other similar rural uses such as woodlands not 

in commercial use. 
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FUTURE GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT 

Residential Growth to 2030 

Methodology 

TI1e following data 111 this section is taken from the report, " D evelopment Trends and Land 

Demand Analysis". All tables and figures are taken from tlus document unless otherwise stated. 

Estimates of residential growtl1 to the year 2030 are based on forecasts of tl1e numbex of housing 

units, by structure type (single-family, duplex and multi-family) . The housing wut forecasts tllem

selves are based on forecasts of the nwnber of future households, since households and occupied 

housing units are synonymous. The tables on the following page reflect the following general metll

odology: 

• The number of housing units in Macon-Bibb County in 1990 and 2000 is obtained 

from the decemual Census data. 

• The number of housing wuts built since the 2000 Census through 2001 are added to the 

Census figure to estimate the number of units in 2002. 

• Household growtl1 is based on the forecasts for tl1e county by Woods & Poole 

Economics added by each benclm1ark year (2009, 2005, 2015 and2025) and projected 

to 2030, adjusted for actual housing cow1ts in 2002. 

• The numbex of new households added by each benchmark year is allocated by structure 

type in the same proportions that were reHected in the new growth in housing wuts 

from 1990 to 2002. 

It should be noted that persons Lving in group qua.rte1·s (such as nursing homes, dormitories, 

fratenuties and the jail) are considered separately in these forecasts since the residents represent 

population growth but not household growtl1, and therefore do not generate housing development. 
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Current Housing Supply 

Tables 8-1 and 8-2 show the number of housing units, by stmctme type, reported in the 

1990 and 2000 Censuses for Bibb County. The data are summarized w1der the general categories 

of single- family, duplex, multi-family and "other. " The tables also show the number and percent

age of units that were vacant for each general categ01y in d1e two Census year. 

Table 8-1 
Housing U nits 1990 to 2000 

Total Units O ccupied Vacant 
T o tal 0/o Vacant 

1990 2000 1990 2000 1990 2000 1990 2000 
T ype of Structure 
Single-Family D etach ed 39,794 43,737 37,352 40,330 2,442 3,407 
Mobile H ome 2,1 11 2,205 1,872 1,871 239 334 
Subtotal Single-Family 41,905 45,942 39,224 42,201 2,681 3,741 6.4 8.1 
Two-Family (Duplex) 5,105 4,574 4,278 3,527 827 1,047 16.2 22.9 
Single-Fam Attached 1,539 1,991 1,406 1,784 133 207 
3 to 4 Units 3,515 4,071 3,050 3,329 465 742 
5 to 9 Units 4,443 5,277 3,850 4,400 593 877 
10 to 19 Units 1,971 2,070 1,768 1,745 203 325 
20 to 49 Units 1,179 1,060 1,040 667 139 393 
50 or More Units 1,120 2,191 1,049 1,996 71 195 
Subtotal Multi-Family 13,767 16,660 12,163 13,921 1,604 2,739 11.7 16.4 
Od1er 685 18 642 18 43 6.3 
To tal 61,462 67,194 56,307 59,667 5,155 7,527 8.4 11.2 
Source: Development Trends & Analysis, Ross + Associates, 2004. 

Table 8-2 
Housing Unit Change 1990 to 2002 

New Units 1990-2002 Change 
Total Units 1990 2000 2000-02 2002 Number 
Single-Family* 42,590 45,960 908 46,868 3,370 
Duplex 5,105 4,574 0 4,574 -531 
Multi-Family 13,767 16,660 0 16,660 2,893 
Total** 61,462 67,194 908 68,102 6,640 
"'Includes units classified as "other" 
** New constmction between 1990 and 2002 breaks down as follows: Single Fam- 53.8% Multi-Pam- 46.2% 
Source: Development Trends & Analysis, Ross+ Associates, 2004. 

Future Growth In Households 

P e rcent 
50.75 
-8 
43.57 
100 

The increase in d1e number of housing units between 1990 and 2002 is shown in Table 8-2, based 

on the number of units authorized by building permits. Of the total number of housing units added 

between 1990 and 2002, the percentage that were located in single-family houses, duplexes and 

multi- family buildings is also shown. O verall, the number of units in duplexes has fallen over d1e 

past 12 years; no future const.tuction of duplexes i s anticipated over d1e forecast period. The 

remaining proportional share by st.l.ucture type .is u sed .in later calculations. 
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Table 8-3 fmecasts population and households to the year 2030 and for each of the benchmark 

year increments. The forecasts are based on the projections p repared by Woods & Poole for the 

county to 2025, adjusted to reflect updated household and population estimates for 2002. TI1e 

adjusted forecasts are ti1en projected to 2030 using "best fit" regression analysis, with ti1e popula

tion in households smoothed to a continuous regression curve. TI1e population in group quarters is 

der.ived as the difference between the total population and ti1ose residing in households. 

Table 8-3 
Population And Household Forecast 2002 to 2030 

Bibb County 

Increase 

2002 2009 2015 2022 2025 2030 2002-2030 

Woods & Poole 

Total Population 154, 181 155,454 157,155 159,681 161,005 

Number of Households 60,088 61 ,342 62,144 62,419 62,352 
Persons per Household 2.47 2.44 2.43 2.45 2.47 
Population in Households 148,417 149,674 151,010 152,927 154,009 
Population in Group Quarters 5,764 5,780 6,145 6,754 6,996 

MATS Adjustment Percent Difference 

Total Population 156, 136 101.268% 

Number of Households 60,524 100.726% 
Persons per H ousehold 2.4920 100.891°/o 
Population in Households 150,826 
Population in Group QuaLters 5,310 

Adjusted Forecasts 

Total Population 156, 136 157,425 159,148 161,706 163,047 

Number of Households 60,524 61 ,787 62,595 62,872 62,804 
Persons per H ousehold 2.49 2.46 2.45 2.47 2.49 
Population in Households 150.826 152,103 153,461 155,409 156,508 

Population in Group Quarters 5,310 5,322 5,687 6,297 6,539 

Revised Forecasts (Regressions) 

Total Population 156,136 157,425 159,148 161,706 163,047 165,551 9,41 5 

Number of Households 60,524 61 ,787 62,595 62,872 62,804 62,539 2,015 
Persons per Household 2.49 2.46 2.45 2.47 2.49 2.53 

Population in Households 150,826 15 1,921 153,360 155,503 156,483 158,081 7,255 
Population in Group Qua.tters 5.3 10 5,504 5,788 6,203 6,564 7,470 2,160 

Occupancy Rate 88.59% 88.59% 88.59% 8859% 88.59% 88.59% 

Total Dwelling Units 68,323 69,749 70,661 70,974 70.897 70,598 2,275 

Table 8-4 estimates ti1e future number of households by sttlJCtnre type. The net number of new 

households added between each benchmark year is allocated to single- family houses and mul

ti-family buildings using the same proportions that were experienced between 1990 an.d 2002 (see 

ti1e footnote in Table 8- 2). 
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It is assumed dut, on average, there i s no more than a six-month lag between permit issuance and 

the completion of constl.uction. Thus, units issued building permits through D ecember of one year 

would be completed and available for occupancy prior to July 1 of the next year. As noted above, 

the upper limit of household growd1 is achieved in 2022 according to the Woods & Poole projec

tions for the county. 

Table 8-4 
H ousehold Growth 2002-2030 

Macon-Bibb County 

Total Households 

Net New H ous eholds 

Increase over P.revious Increm ent* 

Growth Share by Type 

Single-Family 
D uplex** 
Multi-Family 

N e t New H ou seholds by Type 

Single-Family 
Duplex 

Multi-Familv 

2002 

60,524 

2009 2015 

61 ,7 87 62,595 

1,263 808 

53.81% 53.81% 

0.00% 0.00% 
46.19% 46.19% 

680 435 

583 373 

Residential Development Macon-Bibb County 

Methodology 

2022 

62,872 

277 

53.81% 

0.00% 
46.19% 

149 

128 

Increase 

20 25 2030 2002 -30 

62,804 62,539 

2,348 

53 .81% 53.81% 

0.00% 0 .00% 
46.1 9% 46.1 9% 

1,264 

1,084 

Once the number of new households is estimated, the number of new housing units can be esti

mated and the amount o f land they w ill consume in development can be calculated using average 

density factors for each structure type. The methodology is: 

• The munber of new housing units that are anticipated to be built is based on the fu

ture increase in the number of households (i.e., occupied housing units) plus a factor 

for vacant units. 

• An estimate is made of the average d ensity at which future residential d evelopment 
will occur. 

• The future number of housing units divided by the average d ensity yields the number 

of acres d1at are anticipated to be con sumed by actual construction. 
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Future Housing Demand 

Table 8~5 shows the estimated number of new housing units that are foreca.st to be constmcted 

during each of the benchmark year periods between 2002 and 2030. The estimates are based on the 

forecasts of net new households (i.e., occupied housing units) from Table 4~4, to which an estimate 

of vacant units is added reflecting 2000 vacancy rates. 

' Table 8-5 
Housina Demand 2002 - 2030 

2002-09 2009-15 2015-25 2025-30 T otal 

Net New Households b y 
Type 

Single-Family 680 435 149 0 1,264 
Duple.." 0 0 0 0 0 
Multi-Family 583 373 128 0 I ,084 
N et New Households 1,263 808 277 0 2,348 

Vacancy Rates 

Single-F amily 8 .1% 8.1% 8.1% 8.1% 
D uple.." 22.9% 22.9% 22.9% 22.9% 
Multi-Family 16.4% 16.4% 16.4% 16.4% 

N et New H ousing Units 

Single-Family 740 474 162 0 1,376 

D uplex 0 
Multi-Family 698 446 153 0 l 297 

N et New Housing Units 1,438 920 3 15 0 2,673 

Residential Development Densities 

The total number of acres occupied by existing development has been calculated for the entire 

county, by land use categ01y. The to tal number o f housing units, 68,102, was divided by the total 

number of acres allocated fm residential developm ent Those acreages per land use category, di~ 

vided into the current number of housing units, produces a county~wide average density o f hous~ 

ing units per acre. TI1ese figures have been rounded slightly fm calculation of future development 

activity, as shown on Table 8-6. 

Land U se Category 
T otal Single Family 

T otal Duplex 

Total i\'fulti-Family 

Table 8-6 
Average Residential Densities 2002 

Number of Acres Total Housing Units 
27,788.28 46,868 
Single-Family rounded to 
795.92 4,574 
Duplex rounded to 
1,290.71 16,660 
Multi-Family rounded to 

Source: 2002 land use acreages compiled by MBCP&Z Commission staff 

Housing U nits Per Acre 
1.69 
1.70 
5.75 
6.00 
12.91 
13.00 
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Residential Land Demand 

Table 8-7 shows the estimated number of acres that will be developed with actual constmction to 

accommodate the number of new housing units that are forecast to be constructed during each of 

the benchmark year periods to 2030. The n et number of new units is shown for each benchmark 

year, as well as the cumulative total. 

The demand in acres is estimated using the average density figures from Table 8-6, expressed in 

housing units per acre, divided into the number of new units. These figures should be interpreted 

as being land on which housing units have been actually built. Land consumed by residential devel

opment will exceed the figures shown in Table 8-7, reflecting vacant lots in subdivisions, future 

phases dedicated to development but not yet begun, and projects under construction but not yet 

completed. This land consumption is discussed in a later section. 

Table 8-7 
RESIDENTIAL LAND DEMAND 

Macon-Bibb Cow1ty 

Cumulative 

2002-09 2009-15 2015-25 2025-30 to 2030 

Net New Housing Units 

Single-F am.ily 740 474 162 0 1,376 
Duplex 0 0 0 0 0 
Multi-Family 698 446 153 0 1297 

Net New Units by Increment 1,438 920 315 0 2,673 

Total Cumulative New Units 1 ,438 2,358 2,673 2,673 

Avg. Units per Acre 

Single-F am.ily 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 

Duplex 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 
Multi-Family "13.0 13.0 13.0 13.0 

Demand in Acres 

Single-F am.ily 435.3 278.8 95.3 0 809.4 

Duplex 0 0 0 0 0 

Multi-Family 53.7 34.3 11.8 0 99.8 

Net New Acres by Increment 489.0 313.1 107.1 0 909.2 

Total Cumulative New Acres 489.0 802.1 909.2 909.2. 
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Employment Growth to 2030-Macon-Bibb County 

Methodology 

An important distinction to bear in mind when considering fi.1ture nomesidential development is 

the difference between "employed persons" and "employees." TI1.e Census reports employment 

characteristics of the resident population, which has less relevance to the future growth of business 

and industry in Macon- Bibb County than the number of actual jobs. More people work in Macon

Bibb County than the number of residents who are employed, underlining the "central city" role 

that Macon- Bibb County plays in attracting workers from surrounding areas. 

The Woods & Poole forecasts of employment are particularly useful in that the data reports jobs 

not people. TI1.at is, if a person has two jobs possibly a full-time job during the day and a part- time 

job nights or weekends; Woods & Poole reports two jobs, not one employed person. Since it is ul

timately the number of jobs that generates floor space requirements for the number of employees, 

and thus fi.1hu e land d evelopment to accommodate that floor space, the Woods & Poole approach 

generates more realistic results. In addition, Woods & Poole includes in their forecasts self

employed people and sole pmprietors, unlike statistics fmm the Georgia Dept. of Labor or the 

U.S. Dept. of Commerce. This is an important consideration ir1 estimating the true demand for 

space for future business gmwth. The methodology pmceeds along the followin.g lines: 

• Employment forecasts are obtained for each employment categoty. 

• For each private sector employment categoty, d1e percentage of employees normally occupying 

retail, office or industrial space is d etermined. 

• The percentages by land use category are applied to d1.e employment data to estimate the num

ber of employees in retail, office, industrial and public settings. 
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Employment Forecast 

Table 8-8 shows the Woods & P oole figures for employment from 2002 to 2025 by benchmark 

increment for Bibb County. The number of employees for each sector was then. projected to 2030 

using regressions agair1st the Woods & Poole figures . 

Table 8-8 
Employment Forecasts 2002- 2030 

2002 2009 2015 2025 2030 Change 
2002- 30 

Constmction 5,345 5,454 5,558 5,746 5,848 503 
Manufacturing 12,678 12,374 12,238 12,263 12,392 (286) 
Transport, Communications & Utilities 5,488 5,764 6,002 6,402 6,602 1, 114 
Wholesale Trade 4,71 2 4.620 4,612 4,716 4,812 100 
Retail Trade 20,926 21,636 22,453 24,045 24,997 4,071 
Finance, Instuance, Real Estate 11 ,564 12,506 13,412 15,040 15,923 4,359 
Setvices 40,281 45,274 50,115 59,317 64,448 24,167 
Federal, State & Local Government 11,585 11,687 11,782 11,992 12,135 550 
Total- Employees 112,579 119,315 126,172 139,521 147,157 34,578 

Source: County Forecasts: Woods &Poole Economics, I nc.: 2030 projection Ross+ associates. 

Employment By Land Use Category 

In order to estimate future demand for nonresidential development, future employment estimates 

must be translated from employment sector categmy to land use category. Table 8-9 shows the 

percentage breakdown by land use categmy estimated for each of the employment sectors. The 

percentages are estimated from the detailed employment by NAICS code data reported in the lat-

est County BNsiness Patterns: --------------:-:=--=~~~-----------
r Table 8-9 

2001. Employment by de

tailed categoty is distributed 

to or among the du:ee types 

of private land uses based 

on the most hkely setting 

appropriate to the category. 

Percent Employment By Land Use 
Retail Office Industrial Public 

Constmction 0% 18.2% 18.2% 0% 
Ma.nufactm.i.ng 0% 0% 100% 0% 

Transport, Comnnm. & Utilit. 9.2% 21.6% 69.3% 0% 
Wholesale Trade 0% 25% 75% 0% 

Retail Trade 92.3% 0% 7.7% 0% 
Finance, Insm:ance, & Real E state 37.2% 62.8% 0% o•;., 
Private Services 17.8% 78.4% 3.7% 0% 
Federal, State & Local Gov. 0% 0"/o 0% 100% 

Som:ce: Ross+ associates evaluation of County Business Patterns: 2001 for Bibb County, U .S. D ept. 
The number of employees _ o_r _c _om_ m_er_·c-'e'-'B_ur_e_a_u_o_f _th_e_c_er_ls_us_. ___________________ _ 

by lan.d use a.re then 

summed by general employment category and percentages calculated. These percentages are 

summarized on Table 8-9. Government employment, of course, is allocated exclusively to ccpnblic" 

land use. 
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It should be noted that County Business Patterns d ata exclude most small busin.esses and virtually all 

sole proprietors. However, the propmtion of employees in each sector from County Business Patterns 

that would be expected to be located in the various land use categories is viewed as beirtg equally 

valid fm the larger number of wmkers wh en the "excluded" categories are added back in. 

T able 8-10 converts employment in Macon-Bibb County by employment sector to land use 

cate-gory. Employment by land u se categmy is estimated by applying the percentages from T able 

8-9 to the employment d ata by sector on Table 8-8. Because some economic sector increases, such 

as con struction, result in limited increases in land u ses, the total number of employees by land use 

categoty is less du n total employment by economic sector. 

Table 8-10 
Employment Forecast By Land Use 2002-2030 

Macon-Bibb County 

Change 

2002 2009 2015 2025 2030 2002-30 

Employment by Sector 

Construction 5,345 5,454 5,558 5,746 5,848 503 

Manufacturing 12,678 12,374 12,238 12.263 12,392 (286) 

Transport, Communications & Utilities 5,488 5,764 6,002 6,402 6,602 1, 114 
\Vholesale Trade 4,7 12 4,620 4,612 4,716 4, 812 100 
Retail Trade 20,926 21 ,636 22,453 24,045 24,997 4,071 

Finance, Insurance & Real E state II ,564 12,506 13,41 2 15,040 15,923 4,359 
Private Services 40,281 45,274 50,115 59,317 64,448 24, 167 

Federal, State & Local Govemment 11 585 11687 11 782 11 992 12135 550 

Total by Employment Sector 112,579 119,315 126,172 139,521 147,157 34,578 

Employment by Land Use Category 

Retail Commercial 31,307 33,229 35,206 38,959 41,100 9,793 
O ffice 42,198 46,763 51, 197 59,585 64,250 22,052 
Industrial 24,094 24, 173 24,457 25,336 25,958 1,863 

Public 11,585 11,687 11,782 11,992 12,135 550 

Total by Land Use Category* 109,185 115,851 122,642 135,872 143,443 34,258 

*T ot:2ls by land use cat:rgo.cy 2J:e less than totals by economic sector due to employment that does not p~maue:ndy consume laud 

(such as itinerant construction workers). 
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Nonresidential Development-Macon-Bibb County 

Methodology 

Estimates are presented u1 the preceding section of the number of employees (i.e., jobs) that are 

expected u1 the future in retail, office, industrial and public settings in Macon- Bibb County. This 

section of the report provides estimates of the amount of bu.ildu1g ±1o or space and land acreage that 

will be needed to accommodate these future employees in each land u se categ01y. The methodol-

ogy 1s: 

• The total number of employees that will occupy retail, oHice or u1dustrial space is estimated 

for each benchmark year. 

• The number of employees is multiplied by an average floor area per employee factor, resulting 

u1 an estimate of the amount of floor area that will be needed to accommo date the future 

number of employees u1 each of the land use categories. 

• The net new floor area added for each benchmark year is d etermined . 

• The amount of new development in acres is determu1ed by dividing the uet new square foot

age of floor area by an average floor area per acre factor, for each land use category. 

New Growth Demand Floor Area 

Tables 8-11, 8-12, and 8-13 show estimates of the total number of square feet of floor area that will 

be needed to accommodate private sector employment growth u1 Macon-Bibb County at each fu

ture ben chmark year. A separate table is presented for each of the three private sector land use 

categories-retail, office and industrial. 

Each of d1e three tables shows the total 11Umber of employees by employm ent sector that is 

fore-cast for each benchmark year in the relevant land use categ01y (retail, office or u1dustrial) . 

The figures are derived by multiplying the total number of employees by sector 
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in Table 8-10 by the percentages of employment by land use categ01y in Table 8-9 for each bench

mark year. 

The floor area needed to accommodate these employees is estimated by multiplying the number 

of employees by d1e average amount of floor area each employee will occupy. The "t1oor area per 

employee" factors used on d1e dtree tables are derived from national vehicle trip data. The floor 

area per employee factors used on d1e following tables are generalized from the specific results as 

appropriate to the nature of d1e land use type and d1e employment sector. 

Table 8-11 
Retail Demand 2002-2030 

Macon-Bibb County 

Fac tor 2002 2009 2015 2025 2030 

Percent 
of 

Total 
Retail E mployment 

Construction 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 
Manufacturing 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 

T.C.U. 9.2% 502 528 550 586 604 
Wholesale Trade 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 

Retail Trade 92.3% 19,317 19,972 20,726 22,196 23,074 

F .I.R.E. 37.2% 4,301 4,652. 4,989 5,594 5,923 

Private Services 17.8% 7,187 8,078 8,941 !0,583 11 ,499 

Total Retail Employees 31,307 33,229 35,206 38,959 41,100 

Floor 
Area 

perEmp* 
Retail Floor Area 

Construction 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Manufacturing 0 0 0 0 0 0 

T.C.U. 600 301 ,496 316,658 329,733 351,708 362,696 

Wholesale Trade 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Retail Trade 600 11,589,903 11,983,138 12,435,635 13,317,367 13,844,634 

F.I.R.E . 300 1,290,396 1,395,511 1,496,609 1,678,274 1,776,805 
Private Setvcices 600 4, 312,106 4, 846,609 5,364, 841 6, 349, 921 6,899198 

Total Re tail Floor Area 17,493,900 18,541,917 19,626,819 21,697,270 22,883,332 

< Estimate of aveege gross floorat-ea per emp.iovee based on aualvsis ofd:at2 from Tfj> Gmmztion, 6/hEditio_n, UE... 
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Table 8-12 
Office Demand 2002-2030 

~166 Cmmty 

Factor 2002 2009 2015 2025 2030 

Percent of 

Total 

O ffice Employment 

Constmction 18.2% 975 995 1,014 1,048 1,067 

Manufacturing 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 

T .C.U. 21.6% 1,184 1,244 1,295 1,382 1 ,425 

Wholesale Trade 25.0% 1,178 1,155 1,153 1,179 1,203 

Retail Trade 0.00/o 0 0 0 0 0 
F.I.R.E. 62.8% 7,263 7,854 8,423 9,446 10,000 

Private Services 78.4% 31,598 35,514 39,312 46,530 50,555 

T otal Office Employees 42,198 46,763 51,197 59,585 64,250 

Floor 
Area 
per 

Emp* 
O ffice Floor Area 
Constmction 300 292,583 298,550 304,242 314,533 320,117 

Manufacturing 0 0 0 0 0 0 

T .C.U. 300 355,314 373,183 388,592 414,489 427,438 

Wholesale Trade 330 388,740 381,150 380,490 389,070 396,990 

Retail Trade 0 0 0 0 0 0 
F.I.R.E. 300 2,178,804 2,356,289 2,526,991 2, 833,726 3,000,095 

Private Services 240 7,583,436 8,523,435 9,434,818 11 ,167,218 12,133,197 

Total Office Floo r Area 10,798,877 11,932,606 13,035,133 15,119,037 16,277,837 

'Estitrulte of ~venge gross floor are~ per employee b~.sed on analysis of dg,U from Trip Gentration, 6th Editio11, ITE._ 
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Table 8-13 
Industrial Demand 2002-2030 

Factor 2002 2009 2015 2025 2030 

Percent of 

Total 

Industrial Employment 

Constmction 18.2% 975 995 1,01 4 1,048 1,067 
Manufacmting 100.0% 12,678 12,374 12,238 12,263 12,392 
T.C.U. 69.3% 3,801 3,992 4,157 4,434 4,573 
W1101esale Trade 75.0% 3,534 3,465 3,459 3,537 3,609 
Retail Trade 7.7% 1,609 1,664 1,727 1,849 1,923 

F.I.R.E. 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 
Private Setvices 3.7% 1,497 1,682 1,862 2,204 2,394 

Total Indus trial Employees 24,094 24,173 24,457 25,336 25,958 

Floor Area 

perEmp.• 

Industrial Floor Area 
Constn1ction 430 419,369 427,921 436,081 450,831 458,834 

Manufacturing 540 6,846,120 6,681,960 6,608,520 6,622,020 6,691,680 
T.C.U. 1,050 3,991,185 4, 191,908 4,364,995 4,655,898 4,80 1,349 
Wholesale Trade 800 2,827,200 2,772,000 2,767,200 2,829,600 2,887,200 
Retail Trade 800 1,287,596 1,331,283 1,381,554 1,479,511 1,538,088 
F.I.R.E. 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Private Services 430 643,497 723,261 800,597 947,601 1,029,570 

Total Industrial Floor Area 16,014,967 16,128,334 16,358,947 16,985,462 17,406,722 

*Estimate of 2vcnge gross floor area per employee based on 11n~ysis of data from Trip Generation, 6th Edition, iTE. 

Non-Residential Densities 

The total number of acres occupied by existing development has been calculated tor the er1ti1·e 

county, by land use categ01y. Those acreages divided by the current number of employees, pro

duces a countywide average density of employees per acre. By multiplying the average number of 

employees per acre by the number of square feet of Hoor area each employee occupies, the total 

floor area per acre in square feet is estimated. The square feet per employee figure is derived from 

the average for all employees for each lru1d use categ01y (Tables 8-11, 8-12 and8-13) weighted by 

economic sector. These figures have been rounded slightly for calculation of future development 

activity, as shown in Table 8-14. 
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Land 

Category 

Total Retail 

T otal O ffice 

Total ! 

Use 

Table 8-14 
Avera()'e Nonresidential Densities 2002 

Number of Total 

Acres Employment 

2,663.21 31,307 

589.70 42,198 

4,380.53 24,094 

Employees P er 

Acre 

1'1.76 

Retail rounded to 

6,800 

71.56 

Office rounded to 

18,300 

5.50 

Industrial rounded to 

4,100 

Source: 2002 land use acreages compiled by MBCP& Z Commission staff 

Non-Residential Growth Demand Land Area 

Sq . Ft Per 

E mployee 

577 

256 

737 

Sq. Ft. P er Acre 

6,782.9 

18,318.9 

4,053.8 

Table 8-15 converts the forecasted number of square feet of floor area by land use into net land 

demand for new nonresidential developm ent in acres, using the average densities shown in T able 

8-14. The total floor area for each of the land use categories by benchmark year are shown at the 

Table 8-15 

Land Area Demand for Private Nonresidential Uses 
Increase 

2002 2009 2015 2025 2030 2002 to 
2030 

Total Floor Area 

Each Increment: 

Retail Commercial 17,493,900 18,541,917 19,626,819 21,697,270 22,883,332 5,389,432 

O ffice 10,798,877 11,932,606 13,035,133 15,119,037 16,277,837 5,478,960 

Industrial 16,014,967 16,128,334 16,358,947 16,985,462 17406722 1,391,755 

TOTAL Nonres Floor Area 44,307,745 46,602,857 49,020,899 53,801,768 56,567,891 12,260,147 

N ew Floor Area Added 

Each Increment: 

Retail Commercial 1,048,016 1,084,902 2,070,451 1,186,063 5,389,432 

O ffice 1, 133,730 1,102,527 2,083,904 1, 158,800 5,478,960 

Industrial 113,366 230,614 626,514 421,261 1,391,755 

Total Added Each Increment 2,295,112 2,418,043 4,780,869 2,766,123 12,260,147 

CUMULATIVE New Floor Area 2,295,112 4,713,155 9,494,024 12,260,147 

sf per acre: 

Acres of L and 
Retail Commercial 6,800 154.1 159.5 304.5 174.4 792.6 

Office 18,300 62.0 60.2 113.9 63.3 299.4 

Industrial 4,100 27.7 .2 152.8 102.7 39.5 

Total Added Each Increment 243.7 276.0 571.2 340.5 1,431.4 

CUNfULA TIVE Develop ed Acres 243.7 519.8 1,090.9 1,431.4 

lvtB #~~eOJt-&'M CDMta Pt-,~~ & z;,(~ 6.,,tt,'c~ . 8-24 . SHARED VISIQNS 
~ J , ( PlonnlngSmarfCIIolcas 
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top of the T able, taken from T ables 8-11, 8-12 and 8-13. The net increase fo r each benclunark in

crement is then calculated from the totals. The to tal for the increment and the cumulative to tal 

since 2002 are bod1 shown. By dividing d1e increase in floor area for each increm en t by the average 

density figures for each land use type (from Table 8-14), d1e n et num ber of acres d1at the floor area 

will occupy can be determined . 

It should be understood that the demand shown in T able 8-15 reflects land on which businesses 

and industries will have been actually built Land consumed by nonresidential development will ex

ceed the figures shown on T able 8-1 5, re flecting vacant lots in. o ffice and industrial parks, future 

phases dedicated to development but no t yet begun, and projects under construction but no t yet 

completed. 

Land Consumption-Macon-Bibb County 
Previous sections of dus report have estimated d1e net acres that will be needed to accommodate 

ach1al growth to the year 2030. These land areas are, specifically, d1e land upon which actual build

ings will be placed (along with such accessory areas as parking lots, nounal yards and, where appro-

Table 8-16 
Gross Future Demand In A c re s I n 2030 

Sinqle Duplex M ulti C ommercial Office Industrial Total 
Pam Fatn 

N e t D emand (New Acres) 809.4 0.0 99.8 792.6 299.4 339 .5 2,340.6 

Efficien cy Multiplier 25% 10% 20% 20% 25o/o> 50% 

D evelopm en t D e mand 1,01!.8 0.0 119.7 95 1.1 374.2 509 .2 2,9 66.0 

Iv.Iar-ke t Choice Mu.ltipli~r 4,0 3.0 3.0 2 .0 3.0 5.0 

Gross Land D emand 4 ,047.1 00 359.2 1 ,9022 1, 122.7 2,545 9 9,977.0 

priate, loading areas) . For the pmposes of developing a land use plan, these acreages need to be 

expanded to accotmt tor inefficiencies in the land development p rocess, and for d1e "uncertainty" 

as to precisely which lands will be developed . 

Table 8-1 6 summ arizes projected land demand for Macon- Bibb County to accommodate future 

development to 2030, and all the attendant land uses that d1.at developm en t implies. The net new 

demand from the various land use categories is shown in Table 8-16, as estimated for d1e year 2030 

in previou s section s o f this report. The "efficiency multiplier" recognizes that, during the land de

velopment process, some lands are vacant but irrevocably dedicated to developm ent in 
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that particular land use categmy. For instance~ a single- family subdivision will contain vacant lots 

throughout development until the subdivision is 100% built out. A shopping center may contain 

spin sites and an industrial park may contain pad sites, all graded and ready for development, but 

vacant nonetheless. TI1e "eft!ciency multiplier" accounts for these lands that have been included 

within a land development project, but have not yet been used to satisfy actual market ("net") de

mand. TI1e efficiency multiplier also recognizes that some land use developments, such as industrial 

parks, are generally built with comparatively more vacant sites (and build out more slowly) than 

other developments, such as an apartment complex. 

The "market choice" multiplier differs notably from the efficiency multiplier. TI1e "market choice" 

multiplier relates directly to d1e uncertainty of a particular property to develop, compared to otl1er 

similar properties. For instance, a particular area may contain 1,000 acres, but only 400 are expected 

to develop witlun the plamling horizon. The problem is d1at: 1) wluch 400 acres is not clear, and 2) 

all 1,000 acres may be appropriate for d evelopment for tl1e particular land use. Thus, more acres 

normally will be shown on d1e land use plan for each land use categmy tl1an are actually expected 

to be developed in order to allow the market to choose tl1e appropriate sites witlun the appropriate 

areas identified for tl1e use. Simply stated, an intersection may be appropriate for one future gas 

station, but wlucl1 specific corner will be occupied by the new station may be uncertain, so tl1e land 

use plan may d esignate all of the comers tl1at are appropriate. The market choice multiplier also 

varies according to land use type, reflecting the level of "certainty'' that one may have about d1e 

variety of appropriate locations for each use and d1e level of "compactness" of urban form desired. 

The "gross land demand" acreages 

shown in figure 8-1 represent the total 
4500 

4000 

3500 

number of acres that should be desig- 3ooo 
2500 

nated on the land u se plan map to ac- 2ooo 

commodate future development while 

allowing the market to operate freely 

witllin the d esignated areas. Clearly, 

single- family residential dominates the 

G ross L and Dem a nd in N ew A cres 2030 

Fig. 8.1 

------------------------------------------------
future development scene in terms of acres of land use designated on the future land use map. 
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Specifically, the Gross Land D emand in acres for each categmy is 4,047 for Single Family, 0 for 

Duplex, 359 for Multi-Family, 1,902 for Commercial, 1,122 fm Office, and 2,545 fm Industrial. 

TI1.e total Gross D emand was calculated to be 9,977 acres. 

Proposed Changes to the 2025 Land Use Map 

The information presented in the D evelopment Trends and Land D emand Analysis report paints 

a picture of continued growth in Bibb County to the year 2030. Residential cunently is and is fore

casted to continue to be tl1.e largest allocation of land in Bibb County. Non-residential uses such as 

commercial / office and industrial will require substantial amounts of land in the future to meet 

forecasted needs. 

The D evelopment Trends and Land Demand Analysis report provides a part of tl1e needed infor

mation by which to make decisions concerning land use by fmecasting the future demand. How

ever, information that provides insight on how this new demand will be spatially distributed in 

Bibb Com1ty is needed in mder to make logical decisions on altering the current 2025 Land Use 

Map. TI1e spatial relationship of the forecasted demand was discussed in a report entitled, 

"Growtl1. Allocations by Traffic Analysis Zones." 

TI1.e report assigns growth trends in population, housing, and employment by Traffic Analysis 

Zones (TAZ's). According to the U.S. Census Bureau, a TAZ is defined as a special area deline

ated by state and/ or local transportation officials for tabulating traffic-related data- especially jour

ney-to-work and place-of-work statistics. A TAZ usually consists of one or more census blocks, 

block groups, m census tracts. TI1e TA Z data from tl1.e repmt was placed in a G eographical Infor

mation System in order to produce maps to display the spatial relationship of tl1e trend data. These 

maps, illustrate Percent Change in Population, Percent Change in H ousing, and Percent Change in 

Employment. TI1ese maps are displayed on the following pages. An examination of these trends 

was needed to make recommendations concerning changes to the 2025 Land Use to produce the 

proposed 2030 Land Use Map. It should be noted tl1at in terms of population, the population map 

more accurately reflects population shifts rather than immigration from areas outside of Bibb 

County 
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Figure 8-2 
2006 Existing Land Use Plan 

-------
·-...-.·--



· ·' · '/i~_,..&ti (l.~u~' ~~~~rele.;~.:e Pk.r · · , ·· " , " ·· :· . ·· " . " · : " :· " " . , · " . " · " . · · " 
• 7 --r· • ' I I I 

--· --a.n .......... .:--. 

Figure 8-3 
2025 Future Land Use 
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Percent Change In Populatio n 
Figure 8-3 displays the percent change in population from 2002 to 2030 for the MATS area. Tlus 

figure indicates that the majority of the population growth in Bibb County will be concentrated in 

the western , northwestern, and southern portions of county. These TAZ's are for the most part 

located outside the city of Macon. The population in southern Jones County is expected to grow 

during tlus time period at a robust rate. 

Bibb Co. 

IO 

Fig. 8-4 
Percent Change in population 

2002 to 2030 

, , . 

Bibb County 
Percent Change ·-· 

• · ll 
1•-21 . , .,. 

- 51-200 
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Percent Change In Housing 

Figure 8-4 displays the percent change in housing from 2002 to 2030. This figure in.dicates that 

the m ajority of the housing growth in Bibb County will be concentrated in the western, northwest

ern, and southern portions of county. Tlus is logical due to the fact that the TAZ's that experi

enced growth in housing parallel the TAZ's that experienced growth in population. Again, these 

TAZ's are for the most part located outside the city of Macon. 

IO 

Fig. 8-5 
Housing Projections By TAZ 

Percent Change 2002 to 2030 
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Percent Change In Employment 

Figure 8-5 displays the percent change in employment from 2002 to 2030 for the MATS area. 

Tlus figure indicates that employment growth in Bibb County will be scattered. The TAZ's with 

the most employment growth will be concentrated in the northern and southern portions of 

county. Employment growth will also be significant inside the city of Macon. Tl1.e employment 

growth in southeastern Jones County is expected to grow during tlus time period at a significant 

rate. 

IO 

Fig. 8-6 
Employment Projections 
By TAZ percent Change 

2002 to 2030 
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Proposed Changes To The 2025 Land U se Map 
Figure 8-6 displays tl1e areas in Bibb County that are projected to experience significant growth. 

Area 1 was identified to have a robust rate of growth in all three categories. Area 2 was identified 

to have a significant rate of growtl1 in population. Lastly, Area 3 was also identified to have a ro

bust rate o f growtl1 in all tlnee categories. Figure 8-7 displays the proposed 2030 Land Use map 

that reflects the changes that should accommodate tl1e projected land use demand. 

11125 
FI:JTURE Llllll US£ 

PLAN 

Areil.s thiill: il.fe projected 
to experience significil.nt 

cl'1il.nge In populiill:lon, 
housing, or employment 
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Fig. 8-7 
2025 Future 

Land 

TI1e proposed 2030 Land Use map displays an increase of Community Commercial in Area 1 to 

d tl d d £ c c . 1 
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Lastly, in Area 3 it is recommended that tl'le Suburban Residential and the Community Commercial 

Land Use classifications be expanded. 

.. 

.. 

--._-"'._ __ _ 

Fig. 8-8 
2030 Future Land use 

Plan 
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Preliminary Community Character Areas 

Character Areas are geographic planning sub-areas of a community that share similar characteristics such 

as development pattems or development histmies. They also are used to guide desired d evelopment pat

terns and policies that are based on a community vision. The prelimin.ary character areas indicated on the 

character area map were d eveloped as a result of the Visual Preference Survey rl'lat was the beginning of 

the community's comprehensive planning effort. The Smvey was launched in 2001 in an effort to create a 

community vision based on d1e ranking of more d1an 150 images of commercial, residential, and street 

scenes. In addition a companion 12 page written smvey form was used to i.nventoq demographics of the 

participants as well as attitudinal issues concerning policy preferences . 

The proposed commmlity ch aracter areas are: 

• Urban / Downtown 

• Suburban 

• Rural 

• Floodplain 

Urban/ Downtown 

The Urban / D owntown character area represents the traditionalmban center and surrounding areas that 

include historic districts as well older traditional neighborhoods. D evelopment in this area, fm the most 

part, took place prior to 1950 and exhibits a denser development pattern wid1 smaller lots and grid pattem 

street systems. Commercial areas are generally of a smaller scale setvi.ng mainly neighborhood needs. The 

mban core or central business district is the historic retail/ service center that has experienced several 

changes over d1e years . While it is no longer the retail center for the community .it setves as the service 

core and govemment center with support retail and entertainment facilities. 
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Suburban 

The Suburban character area encompasses sections in the community that have generally devel

oped since 1950 during d1e post war housing boom. TI1ese areas are characterized by development 

patterns oriented for d1e automobile wid1 wide streets to accommodate vehicular traffic and less 

dense development patterns. Commercial areas are characterized by strip development oriented 

for the automobile . These types of dev elopments usually senre a community sized market and in 

some case a regional market. 

Rural 

The mral character area is comprised of sections of d1e county that have experienced litde devel

opment pressure and where d evelopment has occurred, a rural character has been maintained. 

TI1ese areas are characterized by low d ensities, large properties, and fewer road networks. TI1e 

commercial areas d1at exist in these areas serve a smaller market mainly for the convenience of resi

dents in d1.e area. Many of the community's industrial properties are located within d1e rural char-

acter area. 

Floodplain 

The floodplains, while shown as a character area, do not support development and are maintained 

a s natural areas for the most part. Some indush:ial users such as clay mining ~111d timbering occur in 

these areas but it is anticipated that d1ese areas will remain undeveloped. 
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Quality Community Objectives 

Development Patterns 

Traditional Neighborhoods 

urraditional Neighborhood development patterns should be encouraged, induding use of more 

human scale development, compact development, mixing of uses within easy walking distance of 

one another, and facilitating pedestrian activity.,, 

Planned development zoning and conditional use cluster developments are the o nly mechanisms available 

to provide for traditional neighborhood and mixed use development in Macon/ Bibb County. The com

munity's subdivision and development regulations do not promote the traditional neighborhood objective. 

Land use and land development regulations need to be updated to promote traditional neighborhood and 

mixed use developments as a matter of right utilizing permitted use standards and design guidelines. 

Landscape requirements are imposed on new developments with an emphasis on tree planting to rni.ni

mize the impacts of parking lots. Existing landscape requirements should be updated to reflect an addi

tional emphasis on canopy replacement and street trees. 

Many of the road improvements undertaken by the Bibb County Road Program have occurred through 

existing neighborhoods and have often encountered significant opposition due to the impact of these im

provements. The community should consider street and road design guidelines to ensure conte}..'i: sensitive 

design solutions to projects located within established neighborhoods whether they be residential or com

mercial. 

While many of the older neighborhoods have sidewalks, the community should focus on the maintenance 

and improvement of pedestrian access in both existing neighborhoods and new developments. The bicy

cle/ pedestrian section of the transportation plan should be used as a starting point and guide when analyz

ing the need for sidewalks and bike lanes. 



lnfill Development 

ucoinin.unities should maxiinize the use of existing infrastructure and minimize the con

version of undeveloped land a t the urban periphery by encouraging development or rede

velopment of sites closer to the downtown or traditional core of the community.,, 

Much o f the new development in the commwuty has occurred in "Greenfield" areas. Tlus is due 

to several influences such as the extension of water and sewer systems; the constmction of n ew 

schools in developing areas; the availability of undeveloped land; and the lower property taxes in 

the unincorporated areas of the county. The land use plan currently being implemented promotes 

in fill developm ent by allowing den ser development patterns within. the urban/ downtown areas 

h owever tl1ere are several strategies that sh ould be con sidered to better satisfy tlus quality commu

nity objective: 

• 

• 

• 

Ch anging retail markets have caused vacant or under leased shopping centers to remain 

as eyesmes within the commmuty. Red evelopment of tl1ese areas need s to become a pri

ority and be promoted . The appropriate zoning regulations should be amended to help 

encourage the redevelopment of tl1ese retail areas. 

Strip development, especially along recently improved road'vvays, should be limited. Ap

propriate commercial design should be encouraged at commercial no des or in mixed u se 

developments. Design guidelines should be incorporated into dev elopment standards 

and the u se of platmed mixed u se d evelopm ents should be encouraged. 

Roadways should b e designed with context sen sitive standards and should be compatible 

witl1 the conditions of tl1e surrounding neighborhood s. Road improvem ent sh ould no t 

be the major driving force in the improvement of existing neighborhoods. 
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Sense of Place 

urraditional downtown areas should be maintained as the focalpointofthe commum'ty 

or, for newer areas where this is not possible, the development of the activity centers that 

serve as community focal points should be encouraged. These community focal points 

should be attractive, mixed use, pedestrian friendly places where people choose to gather 

for shopping, dining, socializing, and entertainment.,, 

Macon/ Bibb County has a unique identity due mostly to tl1.e historic urban core and tl1.e many his

toric neighborhoods which maintain a large inventory of historic residences and commercial build

ings. TI1e community has actively protected tl1.ese assets by adopting and maintaining historic zon

ing districts and a central business district witl1 design guidelines and required design review. In 

addition, new sign regulations have recently been adopted in an effort to implement the commu

nity's preferences identified in tl1.e Visual Preference Smvey. 

While pla1med development districts are often utilized to employ appropriate project design, more 

sp ecific development and design guidelines should be adopted to help ensure the type of develop

ment the community desires. TI1.ese should be based on the results and recommendations that 

were developed from tl1.e Visual Preference Smvey. 

Transportation Alternatives 

uAlternatives to transportation by automobile, including mass transit, bicycle routes, and 

pedestrian facilities, should be made available in each co.m.mtmity. Greater use of alterna

tive transportation should be encouraged,,. 

Wlllle Macon/ Bibb County is served by public transportation (The Macon Transit System), there 

are policies and regulations that should be improved to better satisfy tlus quality commmuty objec

tive. A recent bicycle/ pedestrian study and this assessment document indicate that the pedestrian 

in£rastmcture network n eeds improvement to better provide connectivity for both transit riders 

and pedestrians along streets on wluch transit routes are located. The cun:ent zoning regulations 

and development patterns that have evolved by tl1.e.ir application put emphasis on use of the auto

mobile or at least do not consider tl1.e use of transit or pedestrian facilities. To better meet tlus 

quality commmuty objective, the following should be considered: 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Implement appropriate sections of the Bicycle/ Pedestrian Plan 

Revamp zoning and development l'egulations to include b.icycle/pedestt~an. facilities .in 
new developments and provide connectivity 

Require adequate transit access in new commercial developments and employm ent cen
ters and include these .items in the site plan and development !'ev.iew process 

Work with the Transit Authority to help strengthen the transit/ pedestrian connection by 
planning for better transit shelter locations and cormections to sidewalks 

Implement project to provide bike racks on buses to enh ance the transit / bicycle connec
tlon. 

Regional Identity 

uEach region should promote and preserve a regional identity or regional sense of place, 

defined in terms of traditional architecture, common econonlic linkages that bind there

gion together, or other shared characteristics,,. 

Macon/ Bibb County has always been recognized as the cultural and economic center of the Mid

dle G eorgia area and Bibb County. It has enjoyed a regional cormection and .identity with its many 

historic structures and neighborhoods that represen t the typical small southern post Civil War city 

and the preservation of the ne.ighbmhoods and downtown area has played a majo r role in pl'omot

ing that specific identity widtin d1e region. The community's historic resources are a rnajor com

ponent of the tomism industry of the 1iiddle Gemgia area. It has also become d1e cultural and 

entertainment center for d1e region with d1e museum district and entertainment venues in the 

downtown a!'ea . T o enhance tltis quality community o bjective d1e community should develop 

guidelines fm downtown tl1at will provide for a healthy mix of night life and residential uses. In 

addition Macon / Bibb County should continue to be promoted as tl1e cultural center for the region 

utilizing the various art, music, and educational venues. 
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Resource Conservation 

Heritage Preservation 

urhe traditional character of the COinmunity should be maintained through preserving 

and revitalizing historic areas of the commzmity, encouraging new development that is 

compatible with the traditional features of the commtmity, and protecting other scenic 

natural features that are iinportant to defining the community's character". 

Existing regulatio ns and development policies of Macon / Bibb Cow1ty support this quality com

munity objective. Macon has three historic zoning districts and a well established D esign Review 

Board which oversees the design and compatibility of new developments and renovations to exist

ing stmctures. In additio n the central business district has design review requirements which pro

tect its historic resources and aesthetics. Planning and Zoning should consider design guidelines 

for o ther urban neighborhoods which will assist in prom oting and preserving d1.e aesd1etic quali

ties and char acteristics that make d1ese older areas so appealing. 

Open Space Preservation 

~wew development should be designed to .minimize the amount of land consumed, and 

open space should be set aside from development for use as public parks or as greenbelts/ 

wildlife corridors. Compact development ordinances are one way of encouraging this type 

of open space preservation". 

Existing ordinances and policies of Macon / Bibb County do not adequately satist}r this quality 

commwuty objective. Wlllle d1.e Plruuung Comnlission utilizes d1.e planned development district 

regulations to require open space or green space in new projects~ d1.ere are no specific require

men ts d1.at impose standards for the amount or quality o f d1.e open or green space. Most green 

space is imposed in d1.e form of buffers between disparate uses or am enity areas in residential de

velopments. Rules for d1e protection of scenic areas and green space are no t currendy in place 

however the Plamung Commission has developed a draft conservation subdivision ordinance that 

is being reviewed and amended for adoption in the near future. 
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Environmental Protection 

"Environmentally sensitive areas should be protected from negative impacts of develop

ment, particularly when they are iinportant for maintaining traditional character or quality 

of life of the coi111Tlunity or region. Wflenever possible, the natural terrain, drainage, and 

vegetation of an area should be preserved,,. 

Macon / Bibb County regulates development utilizing basic requirements for the protection of 

Hoodplains, groundwater recharge areas, and water supply watersheds. In addition, stmm water 

management and soil erosion control regulations are imposed for all new development. All of 

these requi1·ements help .in protecting most of the environmentally sensitive areas. The city of 

Macon has adopted a tree ordinance that regulates tree removal on all public properties and rights 

of way but u·ee preservation or canopy re-establishment .issues are not addressed sufficiently for 

new development. The Planning Commission should conside1· improved landscape and tree regu

lations specifically for new development. 

Macon/ Bibb County must conform to new air quality requirements for ground level ozone and 

PM2.5 since the entire county (as well as a portion of Momoe Cmmty) has been designated as be

ing in non-attainment by EPA. Recent a.ir quality conformity analysis has indicated however that 

air quality will continue to .improve to tl1e point where the county should be classified as a rnainte

nance area. Macon/ Bibb, in. part11ership with the surrounding jurisdictions and state agencies, 

must continue to implement air quality planning strategies to maintain improvements to air quality. 

Social and Economic Development 

Growth Preparedness 

~'Each community should identify and put in place the pre-requisites for the type of 

growth it seeks to achieve. These might include infrastructure (roads, water, and sewer) 

to support new growth, appropriate training of the work force, ordinances and regulations 

to manage growth as desired, or leadership capable of responding to growth opportunities 

and managing new growth when it occurs,,, 
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Macon/ Bibb County has experienced slow but steady growth and has facilitated that growth 

through the expansion of water and sewer setvice and irnprovements to the street network 

through the Bibb County Road Improvement Program. The Board of Education is also providing 

expansion and improvement to ti1e school system utilizing revenue from the special purpose local 

option sale tax. Tiuough ti1e land use plan, zoning, and subdivision regulations, the community 

has .identified areas where growti1 should be directed. In addition, several other planning studies 

such as ti1e Visual Preference Smvey ha-ve helped the citizens to take an acti-ve role in the planning 

process . Public participation and outreach has become a ma jar aspect of the local planning effort. 

Tluough the use of the Planning & Zoning website, public meetings, newsletters, and stakeholder 

groups, ti1e access to information regarding planning and de-velopment has been greatly enhanced. 

To better achieve tius quality community objective ti1e following should be considered: 

• Local go-vernments, ti1e School Board, ti1e Water Authority, Planning & Zoning, and 

oti1er decision making entities should stri-ve to better coordinate decisions affecting 

growti1 and infrastmcture policies. 

• 

• 

• 

Planning & Zoning should undertake neighborhood level planning studies to better pre

pare for land use changes that are affected by major new de-velopments or regional issues 

such as tl1e Warner Robins Ait· Force Base. 

The connection between land use and transportation should continue to be emphasized 

in all local plamling efforts. 

Plaruling & Zoning should review tl1e Land D e-velopment Resolution (ti1e zoning regula

tions) on a periodic basis and make necessa.ty changes and updates as required to retlect 

changing land use trends and growth strategies. 
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Appropriate Businesses 

uThe businesses and industn'es encouraged to develop or expand in a community should 

be suitable for the community in terms of job skills required, long term sustainability, link-

ages to other economic activities in the region, impact on the resources of the area, and 

future prospects for expansion and creation of higher skill job opportunities". 

Overall, Macon/ Bibb Cmmty has a diversified economy that supports a wide variety of businesses 

and therefore is satisfying this quality community objective. Macon/ Bibb Cmmty serves as a ma

jor regional center for health care as evidenced by two major regional hospitals; the Medical Center 

of Central Georgia and the Coliseum H ealth System. Tius reflects education, health, and social 

services being the largest employment sector in the commruuty. Other major employment sectors 

include manufacturing, warehousing, wholesale, and retail. 

There are several industrial parks that h ave been developed and marketed by the Macon-Bibb 

County Industrial Authority. TI1ese areas along with other industrially zoned properties will pro

vide for adequate growd1 in the manufacturing, warehousing, and wholesale employment sectors. 

The Macon Economic D evelopment Commission has renuited several large employers to d1e area 

such as d1e Bass Pro Shop Distribution Center and Sara Lee Industries. 

Employment Options 

~~ range of job types should be provided in each community to .meet the diverse needs of 

the local work force''. 

Since the economy of d1e commmuty is substantially diversified, there is a range of available jobs 

to meet the needs of the work force. Employers such as two major hospitals, d1e Bibb County 

school system, variou s manufacturers and distributors, a vibrant retail trade and government ser

vices offer opportututies for a divel"Se cross section of d1e workforce. In addition, Warner Robins 

Air Force Base, while located i.n Houston Com1ty, provides employment for a wide variety of 

skilled workers who Lve in Bibb County. Even d10ugh there have been sigtu.ficant jobs lost due to 

closings at Brown & Williamson, GE Capital, and Keebler, it appears that tlus Quality Community 

Objective is being met due to diversity of the employers in the commmuty. 
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Housing Choices 

&~ range of housing size, cost, and density should be provided in each cmnmunity to 

make it possible for all who work in the community to also live in the commum'ty (thereby 

reducing commuting distances), to promote a mixture of income and age groups in each 

community, and to provide a range of housing choice to meet market needs''. 

The housing stock mix for Macon/ Bibb Cow1ty is generally considered to be diverse and afford

able. While single family detached homes continue to make up the majority of housing type in the 

community, it is not the fa stest growing housing type. Mobile homes were found to be the fastest 

growing housing type with multi-family housing d1e second fastest growing. The growth in these 

two housing types is primarily a response to the changing demographics of the county in regards 

to a decrease in household size and the desire for more affordable housing choices. In compari

son to state and regional levels, d1e majority of the community's housing overall was found to be 

affordable and d1ere are many housing options available bod1 in size and location. 

One detl.ciency that the community could improve is the availability of garage apartments within 

existing single family neighborhoods. This type of housing can provide an affordable housing 

choice and make better use of existing residential properties. Plamung & Zoning should consider 

amending d1e Land Use Resolution to facilitate d1e development of dus type of housing. 

Educational Opportunities 

uEducational and training opportunities should be readily available in each community

to permit community residents to iinprove their job skills, adapt to technological ad-

vances, or to pursue entrepreneurial ambitions". 

Current policies and facilities widun d1e commmuty support dUs quality community objective. 

There are a. variety of appropriate educational and training opportwuties available to d1e t·esidents 

of Macon/ Bibb Com1ty such as Mercer Utuversity, Macon State College, Wesleyan College, and 

Middle Georgia Tecluucal College wluch provide both lugher education and vocation/ technical 

trail1ing. The Bibb County Board of education provides a curriculum and appropriate trainil1g so 
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that high school graduates are able to find employment. Facilities such as the Career Training 

Center offers vocational training and career development at the high school level and provide op

portunities for students who will enter the work foJ:ce upon graduation. One deficiency of this 

quality community objective is d1e educational attainment of the citizen s as evidenced by the m op 

out rate of high school age students. 

Governmental Relations 

Regional Solutions 

uRegional solutions to needs shared by more than one local jurisdiction are preferable to 

separate local approaches, particularly where this will result in greater eBiciency and less 

cost to the taxpayer,,. 

The City of Macon and Bibb County will participate in the service delivery strategy to insure effi

cient delivery of public services. The community must think more regionally due to issues like the 

BRAC review and possible realignment of the Warner Robins Air Force Base and the recent desig

nation of non-attainment tor ozone and particulate matter. The policy makers of Macon/ Bibb 

County have taken an active roll in working d1rough d1ese regional issues and will continue to be 

open to regional solutions to problerns that will be confronted in the future. 

Regional Cooperation 

uRegional cooperation should be encouraged in setting priorities, identifying shared 

needs, and finding collaborative solutions, particularly where it is critical to success of a 

venture, such as protection of shared natural resources or development of a transportation 

network,,. 

In Macon / Bibb Cmmty, comprehensive planning, transportation planning, and zoning is accom

plished wid1out regard to jurisdictional boundaries. The Plruuling & Z01ling Commission w1der

takes these functions and must regard d1e community as a whole without getting involved in d1e 

jurisdictional issues that often arise. Several public services such as tire protection and water and 
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sewer are also provided on a countywide basis. While city and county officials continue to be 

open to collaborative solutions to the problems of the city and the region, the migration of the 

population from the city to the county has presented some challenges regarding the delivery of 

setvices and the associated cost. TI1e key to maintaining regional cooperation is ongoing commu

n.ication and a willingness to take a broader regional view to the challenges that must be resolved. 
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Reference No. 42 
Macon Naval Ordnance Plant 
EPA ID No. GAD003302676 

SITE NAME & LOCATION: 

Georgia Department of Natural Resources 
2 Martin Luther King, Jr. Drive, SE, Suite 1154, Atlanta, Georgia 30334 

Noel Holcomb, Commissioner 
Carol A Couch, Ph.D., Director 

(404) 656-2833 

TRIP REPORT 

Armstrong World Industries, Inc. 
4520 Broadway 
Macon, Georgia 
Bibb County 
GAD003297413 

TRIP BY: Brett Blackwelder ~ 
Environmental Engineer 

DATE OF TRIP: 

PURPOSE: 

Georgia Environmental Protection Division, 
Hazardous Waste Management Branch, 
Government Facilities Unit 

Edwin Williams 
Geologist 
Georgia Environmental Protection Division, 
Hazardous Waste Management Branch, 
Government Facilities Unit 

William Powell 
Engineer 
Georgia Environmental Protection Division, 
Hazardous Waste Management Branch, 
Combustion and Treatment Unit 

July 19, 2007 

Under the authority of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, 
and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA), as amended by the Superfund Amendments and 
Reauthorization Act of 1986 (SARA), the Hazardous Waste Management Branch of the 
Georgia Environmental Protection Division (GA EPD) performed a Site Reconnaissance 
Inspection at the areas surrounding the Armstrong World Industries, Inc. (Armstrong) facility 
in Macon, Georgia. Brett Blackwelder and Edwin Williams conducted the inspection for the 
purpose of completing a Preliminary Assessment (PA) of the site. William Powell of the GA 
EPD DoD Remediation Unit was present to become familiar with the Annstrong facility and 
the Former Macon Naval Ordinance Plant property. 
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BACKGROUND: 

The Armstrong World Industries, Inc. facility at 4520 Broadway in Macon, Georgia 
manufactures ceiling tiles. The facility is located southeast of the intersection of Broadway 
and Guy Paine Road. Armstrong World Industries, Inc. in Macon is cunently listed as a 
Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generator and has the EPA Identification Number 
GAD003297413. 

The Armstrong facility comprises two separate parcels. The main parcel, the northern 
parcel, is fenced and comprises the manufacturing area, the wastewater treatment plant 
(WWTP) area which includes the WWTP sludge storage landfill, and theW oodyard landfill. 
The southern parcel, located southeast of the main parcel, also is fenced, and comprises an 
approximately 5-acre landfill referred to as the remote landfill 

This site visit had several purposes. One purpose was to detennine if people fishing 
in Rocky Creek consume the fish they catch. Other purposes included determination of 
potential contamination pathways from the Woodyard landfill and the WWTP landfill, a 
closer examination of the Georgia Power substation located adjacent to Armstrong, and a 
well survey. 

COMMENTS: 

The visit to the site occurred on Thursday July 19, 2007. The first location visited 
was the intersection of Rocky Creek and Highway 41 located south of the main Armstrong 
facility (See Photographs 1-2). Signs warning of PCB contamination were present at this 
location. There was evidence that people fish in Rocky Creek at this location including 
numerous bait containers (See Photographs 3-6). No one was fishing at the time of the first 
visit to this location. Wetlands extend south along Highway 41 for approximately 0.5 mile 
and include Tobesofkee Creek. 

The next area visited was the Williams Brothers Inc. property, which is located east 
of Broadway, north of Rocky Creek, south of the Armstrong property, and west of the 
Central of Georgia railway. A dirt and gravel road was taken onto the Williams Brothers Inc. 
property, which had a gate and signs reading "Posted Keep Out" (See Photograph 7). At the 
time of inspection the gate was open, presumably to allow workers access to the railroad 
bridge under construction at Rocky Creek. Two small lakes were present on the property 
which had formed in former borrow pits (See Photographs 8-10). Empty bait containers 
were seen on the shores of the lakes indicating people sometimes fish in these lakes. 
Walking access to the lakes from the Former Macon Naval Ordinance Plant (FMNOP) 
property, now the Allied Industiial Park, appeared to be unrestricted. The two lakes are 
down-gradient from the Armstrong WWTP and the Woodyard landfills. Contamination from 
these landfills would be expected to eventually reach these lakes. 

The next location visited was Georgia Power Company substation G503303 accessed 
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on the west from Broadway (See Photograph 12). Armstrong borders the substation property 
on the north and east, while Yancey Brothers property is on the south. The substation is 
surrounded by a chain link fence, which was locked at the time of the inspection. 

After visiting the substation an abbreviated well survey was conducted in the area 
southwest of Armstrong. The EPD drinking water well database showed several wells in this 
area. Only one well at a trailer park was found and that appeared to be in use. No one was 
available to verify the usage of this well. Phone calls will be necessary to complete the well 
survey. 

While passing Rocky Creek after the well survey a pickup truck was observed parked 
on the side of Highway 41. There were fishing supplies in the bed of pickup truck and a 
short walk down to the creek bank found two men fishing (See Photographs 14-15). The two 
men gave their names as Theo Crapps and Mr. Jones. The men stated that they caught brim 
and blackfish in Rocky Creek. Mr. Crapps stated that he had recently caught fish, which he 
had taken to someone for human consumption. Mr. Crapps also stated he had fished in the 
lakes located on the Williams Brothers Inc. property. 

ATTACHMENTS: Fifteen (15) Photographs 

S:\RORlVEIBRETl'BIPA·SI\PA\Armstrong World Indus tries. lnc.\Trip Repon -July 19, 2007.doc 
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Bait containers on bank of Rocky 
Creek. 

Rocky Creek at Highway 

Bait containers on bank of Rocky 
Creek. 
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Branch 

Rocky Creek at Highway 

Bait container on bank of Rocky 
Creek 

Rocky Creek under Highway 41 
bridge. 
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Keep Out signs are posted. Gate 
appeared to be kept open for people 
working on the railroad bridge that 
crosses Rocky Creek. 

Lalce fo1med in borrow-pit. 
Annstrong Site is behind trees on 
opposite side of the lake. 
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Lake formed in borrow-pit. 
Armstrong Site is behind trees on 
opposite side of !he lake. 
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Brett Blackwelder 

Branch 

Georgia Power right of way. 
Annstrong property is to the right of 
the fence in the photograph. 

Georgia Power Substation G503303. 
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Coun : Bibb 

Picture: 13 of 15 
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Haz. Waste Mana ement Branch 

Location: Geor ·a Power Substation 

View from Georgia Power Substation 
looking onto Yancey Brothers 
Company property at 4660 
Broadway. Trees in the background 
are on Annstrong property. 

Fishermen fishing in Rocky Creek 
approximately 100 yards east of 
Highway4l. 
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Fishennen fishing in Rocky Creek 
approximately 100 yards east of 
Highway41. 



Reference No. 43 
Macon Naval Ordnance Plant 
EPA ID No. GAD003302676 

Guidelines For Eating Fish 

From 

Georgia Waters 

2010 Update 

Georgia Department of Natural Resources 

2 Martin Luther King, Jr. Drive, S.E., Suite 1252 

Atlanta, Georgia 30334-9000 

For more information on fish consumption in Georgia, contact the 
Georgia Department of Natural Resources. 

Environmental Protection Division 
2 Martin Luther King, Jr. Drive, S.E., Suite 1152 

Atlanta, GA 30334-9000 
(404) 656-4713 or (706) 369-6376 

Wildlife Resources Division 
2070 U.S. Hwy. 278, S.E. 
Social Circle, GA 30025 

(770) 918-6406 

Coastal Resources Division 
One Conservation Way 
Brunswick, Ga. 31520 

(912) 264-7218 

Check the DNR Web Site at: http://www.gadnr.org 
)- For this booklet: Go to Environmental Protection Division at 

W\VW.gaepd.org, choose publications, then fish consumption guidelines. 
)- For the current Georgia 2008-2009 Freshwater Sport Fishing Regulations, 

Click on Wildlife Resources Division. Click on Fishing. Choose Fishing 
Regulations. Or, go to http://www.gofishgeorgia.com 

>- For more infonnation on Coastal Fisheries and 2007-2008 Regulations, 
Click on Coastal Resources Division, or go to http://crd.dnr.state.ga.us 

)- For information on Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) source reduction, 
reuse options, proper disposal or recycling, go to Georgia Department of 
Community Affairs at http://www.dca.state.ga.us. 

Call the DNR Toll Free Tip Line at 1-800-241-4113 to report fish kills, spills, 
sewer overflows, dumping or poaching (24 hours a day, seven days a week). 
Also, report Poaching, via e-mail using Turninpoachers@dnr.state.ga.us 

Check USEPA and USFDA for Federal Guidance on Fish Consumption 
)- USEPA: http://www.epa.gov/ost/fishadvice 
)- USFDA: http://www.cfsan.fda.gov/seafood.lbtml 

Image Credits: 
Covers: Duane Raver Art Collection, courtesy of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), 
Black Crappie on Front Cover and Flatl1ead Catfish on B ack Cover. U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Setvice Line Drawings by Robert Savannah (courtesy of the USFWS): Snowy Egret (p. 4): 
Fisherman (p. 5); Yellow Bullhead (p. 7): Raccoon (p. 8). Diagram of Fish Fat Areas (p. 10): 
Redrawn by Georgia EPD from other sources. 
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Introduction 

Fishing is a popular pastime in Georgia. Whether you go 
alone to relax and enjoy nature, with your friends to enjoy 
camaraderie and "fish tales" or with your family to pass on 
a sport you learned as a child, fishing is a fun and 
rewarding sport enjoyed by many people. 

Not only does fishing give people an excuse to get away 
from the hustle and bustle of daily life, but it can also put a 
healthy, satisfYing meal on the table. Fish are low in 
saturated fat, high in protein, and can have substantial 

health benefits when eaten in place of other high-fat foods. The quality of sport fish 
caught in Georgia is very good; however, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), 
mercwy, chlordane, DDT residues (DDTIDDEIDDD), toxaphene (and related 
compounds), and dieldrin have been found in some fish. In most cases, the levels of 
these chemicals are low. However, to help ensure the good health of Georgians, the 
Georgia Department ofNatural Resources (DNR) has developed guidelines for how 
often certain species offzsh can be safely eaten. These guidelines are based on the 
best scientific information and procedures available. As more advanced procedures 
are developed, these guidelines may change. 

It is important to keep in mind that the consumption recommendations are based 
on health-risk calculations for someone eating fish with similar con.tamination 
over a period of 30 years or more. 

These guidelines are not intended to discourage people from eatingfish, but should 
be used as a guide for choosing which type (species) and size offish to eat from 
Georgia waters. 

The guidelines are non-binding recommendations EPD determines based on the 
body of water a fish comes from, the species offish and the amount offish a person 
consumes. The purpose of these guidelines is to provide detailed information in an 
understandable format for people who eat fish. Waters listed in the fish 
consumption guidelines are not necessarily assessed as impaired using USEPA 
guidelines for Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act. 

The river basin where tested sites are located has been identified in the tables. The 
fourteen major river basins in Georgia are shown on the map provided, preceding 
the consumption guidance tables. The listings for lakes have been divided into those 
with a surface area of 500 acres or more, and small lakes and ponds less than 500 
acres in size. Georgia rivers have also been divided into freshwater rivers and 
creeks, and estuarine systems. An index is provided at the back of the booklet for 
quick page reference to lake, river and estuarine locations that have been tested. 
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Are Georgia's Fish Safe to Eat? 

Yes. The quality of fish in Georgia is good. Fish and 
seafood are nutritious and can play a role in maintaining a 
healthy well-balanced diet. This booklet provides you 
with the guidance and recommendations to use in eating 
fish in a healthy and informed manner. The Georgia 
Department of Natural Resources (DNR) has one of the 

most progressive fish testing programs in the southeast. A variety of different fish 
species were tested for 43 separate contaminants, including metals, organic 
chemicals and pesticides. Many of these contaminants did not appear in any fish. 
However, two contaminants, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and mercury, were 
frequently detected in significant amounts in a few species from some bodies of 
water in Georgia. Four additional contaminants, chlordane, DDT residues 
(DDT/DDE/DDD), toxaphene-like compounds, and dieldrin were also detected 
infrequently. This publication provides you with information on those six 
contaminants: PCBs, mercury, chlordane, DDT/DDE/DDD, toxaphene and 
dieldrin. 

In some areas, fish are contaminated with low concentrations of PCBs. It is now 
illegal to manufacture PCBs; however, in the past, these synthetic oils were used 
regularly as fluids for electrical transformers, cutting oils, and carbonless paper. 
Although they were banned in 1976, they do not break down easily and remain in 
aquatic sediments for years. Over time, levels of PCBs are decreasing. 

Mercury is a naturally occurring metal that does not break down as it cycles 
between land, water, and air. As mercury cycles through the environment it is 
absorbed and ingested by plants and animals. Nearly all of the mercury found in 
fish flesh is an organic form, called methylmercury. Most of the mercury absorbed 
or ingested will be returned to the environment but some will remain in the plant 
and animal tissues. It is not known where the mercury in Georgia's fish originated. 
Mercury may be present in fish because of the mercury contentofsoils and rocks in 
the southeast, from municipal and industrial sources, or from fossil fuel use. 
Scientific evidence is growing that mercury is transported long distances through 
the upper atmosphere, making its control a global environmental issue. Although 
mercury has always been present, scientific research shows that the amount of 
mercury cycling through the environment has increased significantly following the 
dawn of the Industrial Revolution in the late 1800s. 

Chlordane is a man-made pesticide used in the U.S. from the late 1940s to the early 
1980s. Historically, chlordane was used as an agricultural pesticide, but in 1978 it 
was restricted to termite control use only. It is now banned for all uses. Chlordane 
is persistent in the environment and may remain in aquatic sediments for years. 
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Fish at only one site (Albany By-Pass Pond, page 18), had enough DDE/DDD 
residues to recommend a restriction in consumption. The DDE/DDD contaminants 
are chemical breakdown products of the pesticide DDT. DDT was first synthesized 
in 1874 and its insecticidal properties were discovered in 1939. In the United States 
DDT was used extensively until 1969. The U.S. production of DDT was 
discontinued in 1969. Residues ofDDE and DDD are persistent and break down 
slowly in the environment. 

Striped mullet at only one site (Casey Canal, page 27), had enough dieldrin to 
recommend a restriction in consumption. Dieldrin is another chlorinated pesticide 
like chlordane and DDT, and has been restricted from use in the United States. It 
was used to control corn and citrus pests, termites, and in moth proofmg. Dieldrin is 
persistent in the environment because of the slow breakdown rate. 

Toxaphene was a chlorinated camphene pesticide used extensively on cotton. In 
1982 registration for all uses were cancelled, and a ban on all uses went into effect 
in 1990. One estuarine area (Terry and Dupree Creeks, and the Back River, page 
52), adjacent to a site where toxaphene was once manufactured has remaining 
residues of toxaphene-like compounds present in some fish. Toxaphene is also 
persistent in the environment. 

Like PCBs, the chlorinated pesticides do not break down easily and remain in 
aquatic sediments for years. These organic contaminants tend to concentrate in fat 
and fatty tissues of fish such as the liver and other organs. Over time levels ofPCBs 
and chlorinated pesticides are decreasing. 

Some fish in the Savannah River below Augusta contain the radioactive elements 
cesium-137 and strontium-90. Exposure to large amounts of these elements may 
increase the risk of developing cancer. 

How Do Fish Become Contaminated? 

Contaminants get into water as a result of storm water runoff, industrial and 
municipal discharges, agricultural practices, nonpoint source pollution and other 
factors. When it rains, chemicals from the land and in the air are washed into the 
water. 

Contaminants are carried downstream by rivers and creeks into lakes, reservoirs, 
and estuaries. Contaminants can get into fish in a variety of ways. Fish absorb 
PCBs, chlordane and other pesticides from water, suspended sediments, or their 
food. These organic chemicals concentrate in the fat of fish tissue and in fatty fish 
such as carp and catfish. Cleaning and cooking a fish to remove fat will lower the 
amount ofPCBs, chlordane or other pesticides in a fish meal. Larger, older fish and 
fish which eat other fish may accumulate more contaminants than smaller, younger 
fish. Contaminants are often not measured in panfish such as crappie and bluegill 
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because their food sources are lower on the food chain and bioaccumulate less. 

Once in the water, mercury is converted to methylmercury by bacteria and other 
processes. Fish absorb methylmercury from their food and from water as it passes 
over their gills. Mercury is bound to proteins in fish tissue, including muscle. 

Benefits of Eating Fish 

Fish has long been recognized as a nutritious 
"protein food" . It' s nutritional value as a 
protein source is greater than that for beef, 
pork, chicken or milk Additionally, the types 
and amow1ts of dietary fats are generally more 

"heart healthy" than the fats found in other protein foods. Fish is also an important 
source of the fatty acids that are critical for the development of the brain and 
nervous system. Fish is an excellent source of several vitamins, and also contributes 
appreciable amounts of dietary calcium, iron and zinc. These minerals are essential 
nutrients that tend to be low in people's diets. Many studies suggest that eating fish 
regularly may help protect against heart and inflammatory diseases. 

These guidelines are based on a range in fish meal size from 4 to 8 ounces (1/4 to 112 
pound). Where the guidelines recommend only 1 meal per week or month, you 
may prefer to have two smaller meals over that period. 

Risks of Contaminated Fish 

These guidelines were designed to protect you from experiencing health problems 
associated with eating contaminated fish. The consumption advice provided in this 
booklet is developed in a conservative manner. It is intended to protect both 
children and adults from cancer and the other potential toxic effects of these 
chemicals. 

PCBs, methylmercury, chlordane, DDT/DDE/DDD, toxaphene and dieldrin build 
up in your body over time. It may take months or years of regularly eating 
contaminated fish to accwnulate levels that would affect your health. Keep in mind 
that these guidelines are based on eating fish with similar contamination over a 
period of30 years or more. Current statistics indicate that cancer will affect about 
one in every four people nationally, primarily due to smoking, diet and hereditary 
risk factors. If you follow Georgia 's conswnption guidelines, the contanlinants in 
the fish you eat may not increase your cancer risk at alL At worst, using the US EPA 
estimates of contanlinant potency, your cancer risk from fish consumption should 
be less than 1 in 10,000. 

PCBs, chlordane, DDT/DDD/DDE, toxaphene and dieldrin can cause cancer in 
laboratory animals exposed to large amounts, and may cause cancer in humans. 
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Effects other than cancer from these chemicals may include developmental 
p roblems in children whose mothers were exposed to them before or during 
pregnancy. Studies of people who have been exposed to very large quantities of 
these chemicals (pesticide workers, etc.), have indicated a relationship between 
high exposures and health effects on the nervous system, digestive system, and the 
immune system. 

Exposure to methylmercury has not been linked to cancer. Methylmercury is a 
concern because of it's potential to damage the nervous system, especially in the 
developing fetus and young child. Tilis could affect your baby's brain and how your 
baby learns, moves, and behaves. 

Special Notice for Pregnant Women, Nursing Mothers and 
Children 

If you are pregnant or a nursing mother, or plan to become pregnant soon, you and 
children under 6 years of age are sensitive to the effects of contaminants such as 
mercury. DNR's guidelines are designed to be protective for these sensitive groups. 
In early 2001 the USEP A issued a national advisory recommending that these 
sensitive groups limit consumption of all freshwater fish to one meal per week due 
to mercury. People may wish to follow USEPA's recommendation, especially in 
areas where DNR has not tested fish and offered detailed guidelines. For most other 
healthy adults, DNR's recommendations may actually be overly conservative. 

~ 
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Ways to Reduce Risk 

Keep smaller fish for eating. Generally, larger, older fish may be more 
contaminated than younger, smaller fish. You can minimize your health risk by 
eating smaller fish (within legal size limits) and releasing the larger fish. 

Vary the kinds of fish you eat. Contaminants build up in large predators and 
bottom-feeding fish, like bass and catfish, more rapidly than in other species. By 
substituting a few meals of panfish, such as bream (e.g. bluegill, redear), and 
crappie, you can reduce your risk. 

Eat smalle r· meals when you eat big fish and eat them less often. If you catch a 
big fish, freeze part of the catch (mark container or wrapping with species and 
location), and space the meals from this fish over a period of time. 

Clean and cook your· fish pr·operly. How you clean and cook your fish can reduce 
the level of contaminants by as much as half in some fish. Some chemicals have a 
tendency to concentrate in the fatty tissues of fish. By removing the fish 's skin and 
trimming fillets according to the following diagram, you can reduce the level of 
chemicals substantially. Mercury is bound to the meat of the fish, so these 
precautions will not help reduce this contaminant. 

Remove the skin from fillets or steaks. The internal organs (intestines, liver, roe, 
and so forth), and skin are often high in fat and contaminants. 

Trim off the fatty ar·eas shown in black on the dnwing. These include the belly 
fat, side or body fat, and the flesh along the top of the back. Careful tri1mning can 
reduce some contaminants by 25 to 50%. 

Cook fish so fat dr·ips away. Broil, bake or grill fish and do not use the drippings. 
Deep-fat frying removes some contaminants, but you should discard and not reuse 
the oil for cooking. Pan frying removes few, if any, contaminants. 

Remove 
all s1kin 

Remov e the fatty dark 
meat along the length 
o f t h e fi llet 
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Using These Guidelines 

Check the following pages (or Index), for the area where you fish. The lakes and 
rivers on the list are arranged in alphabetical order. If your fish or fishing location is 
NOT in this booklet, follow the suggestions in Ways to Reduce Risk. If your fish or 
fishing location is in the booklet, it does not necessarily mean that there are 
contaminants present, but only that the fish have been tested. Meal advice will 
depend on what contaminant(s) were found and how much was found in different 
species and sizes of fish. Follow these instructions carefully. 

The current Georgia Sport Fishing Regulations should be consulted for the legal 
sizes and creel limits for different species in a water body. Some legal size limit 
information is provided in the following tables. The regulations also provide 
detailed information on how to measure fish length, other seafood size measures, 
and color pictures for identification. 

);:> Measure fish from the tip of the nose to the end of the tail fin. 

);:> In the tables fmd your lake or river and the species and size of fish you 
caught. If there is no meal frequency listed for a particular size fish, that 
size has not been tested or is illegal to keep. For rivers, the size that was 
tested was the common creel size for that species. 

);:> Listed below are the four different recommended meal frequencies that 
are possible for different species and sizes of fish. 

no restriction 
1 meal p er week 

1 meal per month 
do not eat 

);:> For the purposes of these guidelines, one meal is assumed to range from 
lf4 to I tz pound of fish ( 4-8 ounces) for a 150 pound person. Subtract or 
add 1 ounce offish to the range for every 20 pounds ofbody weight. For 
example, one meal is assumed to be 3 - 7 ounces for a 130 pound person 
and 5 - 9 ounces for a 1 70 pound person. 
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RIVER BASINS OF GEORGIA 

1. Chattahoochee Rivet· Basin 8. Ochlockonee River Basin 

2. Flint River Basin 9. Suwannee River Basin 

3. Coosa River Basin 10. Satilla Rivet· Basin 

4. Tallapoosa River Basin 11. St. Marys River Basin 

5. Tennessee River Basin 12. Oconee River Basin 

6. Savannah Rivet· Basin 13. Ocmulgee River Basin 

7. Ogeechee River Basin 14. Altamaha River Basin 
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Fish Consumption Guidelines 

The tables for public lakes have been separated into two categories based on size. 
The first set oflakes are those with a surface area of 500 or more acres. The second 
listing of public lakes includes those having less than 500 acres in surface area. 
These include Georgia DNR Public Fishing Areas (PFAs) and State Parks with 
small lakes and ponds, and municipal or other public fishing in1poundments. 

These guidelines are based on a range in fish meal size from 4 to 8 ounces (1/4 to l fz 

pound). Where the guidelines recommend only 1 meal per week or month, you may 
prefer to have two smaller meals over that period. 

GEORGIA PUBLIC LAKES 500 ACRES OR LARGER 

Lake Allatoona Coosa River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" -16" Over 16" Chemical 

Black Crappie No Restrictions 

Carp No Restrictions No Restrictions No Restrictions 

White Bass No Restrictions 

Largemouth Bass No Restrictions 1 meaUweek Mercmy 

Spotted Bass No Restrictions 1 meaUweek Mercmy 

Golden Redhorse No Restiictions 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Hybrid Bass 1 meaUweek Mercury 

Lake Andrews Chattahoochee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" -16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week 1 meaUweek Mercllly 

Channel Catfish No Resllictions 

Spotted Sucker No Restrictions 

Banks Lake Suwannee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" -16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass 1 meaUmonth Mere my 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions 

12 



Bear Creek Reservoir Oconee River Basin Lake Burton Savannah River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass* 1 meaVweek 1 meaVweek Mercmy Largemouth Bass* No Restrictions No Restrictions 1 meaVweek Mercmy 

Channel Catfish 1 meaVweek 1 meaVweek Mercmy White Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Sunfish* No Restrictions Channel Catfish No Restrictions 

*Largemouth Bass 16-22 inches are illegal to keep. **Bluegill, Redear and Redbreast Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions 
Sunfish were tested Spotted Bass 1 meaVweek Mercmy 

Walleye 1 meal/week Mercmy 
Lake Blackshear Flint River Basin 

* Lake Burton has no minimum size on Largemouth Bass 
Species Less than 12" 12"- 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass * 1 meaVweek Mercmy Carte1·s Lake Coosa River Basin 
Channel Catfish No Restrictions 1 meaVweek Mercmy Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

*Only Largemouth Bass 14 inches and longer may be legally retained. Largemouth Bass No Restrictions No Restiictions 

Spotted Bass No Restrictions No Restrictions 
Black Shoals L ake Ocmulgee River Basin 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions 
(Renamed Randy Poynter L ake in 2003: ol"iginally named Big Haynes Reservoir) 

Walleye No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Hybrid Bass No Restrictions 
Species L ess than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

LaTgemouth Bass 1 meaVweek Mercmy 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions 1 meaVweek 1 meaVweek Mercmy 

Black Crappie 1 meaVweek Mercmy 

Rederu· Sunfish No Restrictions 

Lake Chatuge Tennessee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass No Restrictions No Restiictions 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions 
Lake Blue Ridge Tennessee River Basin 

Spotted Bass 1 meaVweek Mercmy 
Species Less than 12" 12" -16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass * No Restiictions 1 meaVweek Mercmy 

White Bass 1 meaVweek Mercmy 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions 1 meaVweek Mercmy 

* Lake Blue Ridge has no mini.mmn size on Largemouth Bass 

Clarks Hill Lake (J. Stm m Thurmond) Savannah River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" -16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass No Restrictions 1 meaVweek Mercmy 

Black Crappie No Restrictions No Restrictions 

White Perch No Restrictions 

Rederu· Sunfish No Restrictions 

Hybrid Bass No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Striped Bass No Restrictions No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Cham1el Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Spotted Sucker No Restrictions 
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Goat Rock Lake Cllattafloocflee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical Lake Hartwell: Main Body, D.S. Andersonville IS. Geo1·gia/South Carolina Listing 

Largemouth Bass No Restrictions 1 meal/month PCBs, Mercmy Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical 

White Bass 1 meal/month 1 meal/month PCBs Largemouth Bass 1 meal/month 1 meal/month PCBs 

Hybrid Bass 1 meal/week 1 meal/month 1 meal/month PCBs Hybrid & Striped 
Do Not Eat Do Not Eat Do Not Eat PCBs 

Bass 
Spotted Sucker No Restrictions 

Channel Catfish 1 meal/month 1 meal/month 1 meal/month PCBs 
Black Crappie No Restrictions No Restiictions 

Main Body .Guidance issued with South Carolina DHEC (Ph.: 1-888-849-7241) 
Channel Catfish l meal/week 1 meal/month PCBs 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions 
High Falls Lake Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical 

Lake Harding (Ba1·tletts Ferry) Cllattahoocllee River Basin 
Largemouth Bass No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Redear Sunfish No Restrictions 
Species Less than 12" 12" -16" Over16" Chemical 

Hybrid Bass No Restrictions No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Black Crappie No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Largemouth Bass No Restrictions 1 meal/week PCBs, Mercmy 

Channel Catfish 1 meal/week 1 meal/week 1 meal/week PCBs 

Black Crappie No Restrictions 1 meal/week PCBs 

Hybrid Bass 1 meal/week PCBs 

St:J.iped Bass 1 meal/week PCBs, Mercmy 

Spotted Bass No Restrictions l meal/week Mercmy 

Jackson Lake Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week I meal/week Mercmy 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Rest:J.-ictions 1 meal/week PCBs 
Lake Hartwell: Tugaloo Arm Savannah River Basin 

Black Crappie No Restrictions 

Redear Sunfish No Restrictions No Rest:J.ictions 
Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Ovei·16" Chemical 

White Catfish No Reshictions No Restrictions 
Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week 1 meal/month Mercmy 

Black Crappie No Restrictions No Rest:J.ictions 

Hybrid!St:J.iped 
No Restrictions 1 meal/month Do Not Eat PCBs 

Bass Lake Juliette Ocmulgee River Basin 

Channel Catfish No Rest:J.·ictions No Rest:J.·ictions 1 meal/month PCBs Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical 

Carp 1meal/week Mercmy Largemouth Bass * No Rest:J.-ictions No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Walleye 1 meal/week Mercmy Redear Sunfish No Restrictions 

Bullhead species No Restlictions 

* Lake Juliette has no minimlll1l size on Largemouth Bass 

16 
15 



Lake Rabun Savannah River Basin 
L k S l a e 'YC n~ L a mer Chattahoochee River Basin Species Less than 12 11 12" - 16 II Over 16" Chemical 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Ove1·16" Chemical Largemouth Bass No Restrictions 1 meal/week Mercwy 
Striped Bass No Restrictions 1 meal/week Mercmy 

White Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions 1 meal/week Mercmy 
Spotted Bass * 1 meal/week * 1 meal/week Mercwy Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions 

Largemouth Bass * 1 meal/week * 1 meal/week Mercmy Walleye No Restrictions 
White Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions 1 meal/week Mercmy Lake Richard B Russell Savannah River Basin 
Common Carp 1 meal/week Mercmy Species Less than 12" 12"-16" Over 16" Chemical 

Bluegill Slmfish No Restrictions Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week 1 meal/week Mercwy 
Black Crappie No Resuictions Black Crappie No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Lake Nottely Tennessee River Basin 
Bluegill Sunfish No Resuictions 

White Perch No Restrictions 

Channel Catfish No Restr·ictions No Restrictions 
Species Less than 12" 12"- 16 11 Over 16" Chemical 

Bullhead No Restrictions 
Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week 1 meal/week Mercwy 

Su·iped Bass 1 meal/week Mercwy 

Channel Catfish No Resuictions No Reshictions 

Black Crappie No Restrictions 
Lake Seminole Chattahoochee/Flint River Basin (Apalachicola) 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16 11 Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week 1 meal/week Mercmy 
Lake Oconee Oconee River Basin 

Channel Catfish No Resu·ictions No Restrictions 
Species Less than 12" 12" - 16 II Over 16" Chemical Spotted Sucker No Reshictions No Reshictions No Resuictions 

Largemouth Bass * No Restrictions No Restrictions No Restr·ictions Black Crappie No Restrictions No Reshictions 
Hybrid Bass No Restrictions No Restr·ictions 

Redear Swllish No Restrictions 
Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions No Restr·ictions 

White Catfish No Restrictions Lake Sinclah· Oconee River Basin 
Black Crappie No Restrictions Species Less than 12" 12"-16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass No Restrictions No Resu·ictions 
Lake Olive1· Chattahoochee River Basin Hyb1id Bass No Restrictions No Restr·ictions No Restrictions 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16 II Over 16" Chemical Catfish No Reshictions No Restr·ictions No Restrictions 

Black Crappie No Restrictions No Reshictions Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week 1 meal/week 
PCBs, 

Mercmy 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Resuictions 1 meal/month PCBs 

Hybrid Bass No Restrictions 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions 

Redear Sunfish No Restrictions 
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Lake Tobesotkee Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass l meal/week l meaUweek Mercmy 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Lake Tugalo Savannah River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16 " Ove1·16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/month 1 meallmonth Mercmy 

White Catfish No Restrictions 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions 

Walleye 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Lake Varner (Cornish Creek Reservoir, Newton County) Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week 1 meal/week Mercury 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions 

Redear Stmfish No Restrictions 

Lake Walter F. George (Eufaula) Chattahoochee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12"-16" Over 16 " Chemical 

Largemouth Bass * No Restrictions 

Hybrid Bass No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Black Crappie No Restrictions 

Spotted Sucker No Restrictions No Restrictions 

* Only Largemouth Bass 14 inches and longer may be legally retained. 

West Point Lake Chattahoochee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16 " Ove1·16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass * No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Spotted Bass No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Hybrid Bass No Restrictions No Resn·ictions 1 meal/week PCBs 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Resbictions 1 meal/week PCBs 

Common Carp No Resbictions 

Black Crappie No Resbictions No Restrictions 

* Legal Largemouth ~ 14". **Sniped Bass move between Lake & Morgan Falls Dam 
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Lake Worth (Lake Chehaw; Flint Rive1· Rese1·voir) Flint River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16 " Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week 1 meal/week Mercury 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Lake Worth (Lake Chehaw, Old Lake Worth R ese1·voir) 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Channel Catfish 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Redear Sunfish No Restrictions 

Spotted Sucker No Restrictions 

GEORGIA P UBLIC LAKES AND PONDS LESS THAN 500 ACRES 

These guidelines are based on a range in fish meal size from 4 to 8 ounces (114 to 1;2 

pound). Where the guidelines recommend only 1 meal per week or month, you may 
prefer to have two smaller meals over that period. 

Lake Acworth Coosa River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12"- 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass No Restrictions 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Bluegill Stmfish No Restrictions 

City of Adairsville Pond Coosa River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Carp No Restrictions 

Albany By-Pass Pond Flint River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week 1 meaUweek DDE/DDD 

Catfish 1 meal/week DDE/DDD 

Cmmnon Carp 1 meal/month DDE/DDD 

Redear Sunfish No Restrictions 

20 



Allen Creek Wildlife Management Area, Ponds A and B Oconee River Basin Clayton County Water Authority: Blalock Reservoh· Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass No Restrictions Largemouth Bass No Restrictions 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions Black Crappie No Restrictions 

Antioch Lake (East & West), Rocky Mountain PF A Coosa River Basin Clayton County Water Authority: J.W. Smith Reservoh· Flint River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass No Restrictions No Restrictions Largemouth Bass No Restrictions 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions Redear Sunfish No Restrictions 

Black Crappie No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions Clayton County Water Authority: Shamrock Reservoir Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Lake Bennett (Ma1·ben PF A, Chal"lie Elliot Wildlife Cente1·) Oconee River Basin Largemouth Bass No Restrictions 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical Bluegill Slmfish No Restrictions 

Largemouth Bass * I meal/week* 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Dodge County PFA (Steve Bell Lake) Ocmulgee River Basin 

Big Lazer PFA (Gum Creek Impoundment) Flint River Basin Species Less than 12" 12 -16" Over 16" Chemical 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical Largemouth Bass * No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Largemouth Bass * No Restrictions 1 meal/week Mercmy Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions 

Evans County PFA Ogeechee Basin 

Bowles C. Ford Lake, City of Savannah Savannah River Basin Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical Largemouth Bass * No Restrictions 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Largemouth Bass No Restrictions No Restrictions Channel Catfish No Restrictions 

White Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Fort Ya1·go State Pa1·k Lake (Ma1·burg Cr. Wate1·shed Proj.) Oconee River Basin 

Brasstown Valley Kids Fishing Pond Tennessee River Basin Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 
Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical Largemouth Bass No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions Carp No Restrictions 

Bush Field Airport, Augusta: Unnamed Pond Savannah River Basin Hamburg Millpond, Hamburg State Park Ogeecflee River Basin 
Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass No Restrictions 1 meal/week Mercmy Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week Mercmy 
Bluegill Slmfish No Restrictions Redear Sunfish No Reshictions 

22 
21 



Heath Lake, Rocky Mountain PFA Coosa River Basin Lake Mayer· (City of Savannah) Ogeechee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass No Resttictions No Restrictions Largemouth Bass No Restrictions 

Black Crappie No Restrictions No Restrictions Redear Sunfish No Restrictions 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions Speckled Bullhead No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Hugh M. Gillis PFA Oconee River Basin McDuffie PFA (East Water·shed Ponds) Savannah River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions Largemouth Bass * No Restrictions 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions Channel Catfish No Restrictions 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week Mercmy *Minimum size is 14 inches unless posted othe1wise. 

Ken Gardens Lake (Albany, Georgia) Flint River Basin McDuffie PFA (West Watershed Ponds) Savannah River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12"- 16" Over16" Chemical Species Less than 12" 12"- 16" Over16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week 1 meal/week Mercmy Largemouth Bass * 1 meal/week * 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Brown Bullhead No Restrictions *Minimmn size is 14 inches unless posted otherwise. 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions 

Nancy Town Lake (Habersham County) Savannah River Basin 

Kolomoki Lake, Kolomoki Mounds State Park Chattahoochee River Basin Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical Bluegill Sunfish No Resttictions 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week 1 meal/week Mercmy Largemouth Bass No Restrictions 

Redear Sunfish No Restrictions 

Lake Olmstead (Richmond County) Savannah R iver Basin 

Little Ocmulgee State Pa1·k Lake (Gum Creek Swamp)) Ocmulgee River Basin Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over 16" Chemical 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical Largemouth Bass No Restrictions 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/month Mercury Spotted Sucker No RestJictions 

Brown Bullhead 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Paradise PF A (Horseshoe 4) Suwannee R iver Basin 

Margery Lake (Marben PFA, Charlie Elliot Wildlife Center) Oconee River Basin Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Ove1· 16" Chemical 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical Channel Catfish No Restlictions 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions 

Largemouth Bass* No Restrictions No Restrictions 

*Minimum size is 14 inches tmless posted otherwise. 
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Paradise PFA (Lake Patrick)) Suwannee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" -16" Ove1·16" Chemical Stone Mountain Lake Ocmulgee River Basin 

Largemouth Bass * No Restrictions No Restrictions Species Less than 12" 12" - 16 " Over16" Chemical 

Brown Bullhead No Restrictions No Restrictions Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week Mercwy 

*Minimum size is 14 inches unless posted otherwise. Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions 

Payton Park Pond, Valdosta Suwannee River Basin Tribble Mill Lake, Gwinnett County Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Ove1·16" Chemical Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass No Restrictions Largemouth Bass No Restrictions I meal/week Mercwy 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions Black Crappie No Restrictions 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions 

Reed Bingham State Park Lake Suwannee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" -16" Ove1·16" Chemical Yohola Lake, Kolomoki Mounds State Park Cllattalloocllee River Basin 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/month 1 meal/month Mercwy Species Less than 12" 12"- 16" Over16" Chemical 

White Catfish 1 meal/month Mercury Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week 1 meal/week Mercwy 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions 

Lake Rutledge (Hard Labor Creek State Park) Oconee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Ove1·16" Chemical Yonah Lake Savannah River Basin 

Largemouth Bass No Restiictions Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Over16" Chemical 

Channel Catfish No Restrictions No Restrictions Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week Mercwy 

Catfish (mixed sp.) 1 meal/week Mercwy 

Lake Seed Savannah River Basin Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions 

Species Less than 12" 12"- 16" Over16" Chemical 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions 

Shepherd Lake (Marben PF A, Charlie Elliot Wildlife Center) Oconee River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12"- 16" Over16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass * No Restiictions No Restiictions 

Bluegill Sunfish No Restrictions 

*Minimwn size is 14 inches unless posted otherwise. 

South Slappy Blvd. Offramp Pond (Albany, Georgia) Flint River Basin 

Species Less than 12" 12" - 16" Ove1·16" Chemical 

Largemouth Bass 1 meal/week 1 meal/month Mercwy 

Bluegill Sunfish No Resti"ictions 
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GEORGIA FRESHWATER RIVERS AND CREEKS 

Please note that the consumption guidelines for Georgia rivers are presented in a 
different format from the lake tables. Due to the flow of rivers, the site tested is 
important to the consumption guidelines. Consumption guidelines may vary from 
one stretch of river to another. The fish tested was the common creel size for the 
location and species. Freshwater rivers and creeks are tabulated first, followed by 
listings for Georgia tidal estuarine systems. 

These guidelines are based on a range in fish meal size from 4 to 8 ounces (114 to 112 

pound). Where the guidelines recommend only 1 meal per week or month, you may 
prefer to have two smaller meals over that period. 

Alapaha Rivel' (Tifton to Stockton) Suwannee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass U.S.Hwys. 82 to 84 1 meal/month Mercmy 

Spotted Sucker See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Redbreast Stmfish See Above No RestJ.·ictions 

Alapaha Rivel' (Neal' State Line) Suwannee River Ba.sin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Near Statenville 1 meal/month Mercury 

Bullhead See Above 1 meal/month Mercury 

Alapahoochee Rive•· (Neal' State Line) Suwannee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Bullhead Echols County 1 meal/week Mercury 

Alcovy Rive1· Ocmulgee River Ba.sin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Spotted Sucker Anowhatchee Fa1ms No Restrictions 

Chain Pickerel See Above No Restrictions 
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Allatoona Cl'eek, Cobb County Coosa. River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Spotted Bass Ga. Hwy. 176 I meal/week Mercury 

Alabama Hog Sucker See Above I meal/week Mercury 

Altamaha Rivel', Altama.lla. River Basin 

Near Baxley (U.S. Hwv 1), and Near Jesup, Ga. (U.S. Hwv.s 25/84) 
Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass U.S. Hwy I I meal/week Mercury 

Channel Catfish See Above I meal/week Mercury 

Flathead Catfish See Above I meal/week Mercmy 

Bluegill Sunfish See Above No Restrictions 

Largemouth Bass U.S. Hwys 25/84 1 meal/week Mercury 

Channel Catfish See Above No Restrictions 

Flathead Catfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 

Sniped Mullet Altamaha Park No RestJ.·ictions 

Apalachee Rivel' Oconee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Apalachee Beach 1 meal/week Mercury 

Channel Catfish See Above No RestJ.·ictions 

Beavel' Cl'eek (Tl'ibuta•·y to Patsiliga C1·eek) Flint River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Yell ow Bullhead Taylor Cotmty 1 meal/month Mercmy 

Boen Cl'eek Savannah River Ba.sin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

B1uehead Chub Rabun County No Restrictions 

Bl'asstown C1·eek Tennessee River Ba.sin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Nmthem Hog Sucker Towns County No Restrictions 
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Brier C1·eek (Burke County) Savannah River Basin Casey Canal (Tributary to Hayners Cr. I Vernon River) Ogeecllee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Ga. Hwy. 56 1 meal/month Mercury Largemouth Bass Eisenhower Dr. No Restrictions 

Spotted Sucker See Above 1 meal/week Mercury Bluegill Slmfish See Above No Restrictions 

Striped Mullet See Above 1 meal/week Dieldrin 

Broad River Savannah River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Cedar Creek T1·ibutary (Hart County WMA) Savannah River Basin 

Channel Catfish Ga. Hwy 17 No Restr-ictions Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Flathead Catfish See Above No Restr·ictions Creek Chubsucker Hart County WMA No Restrictions 

Redbreast Sunfish See Above No Restrictions 

Buffalo Creek Tallapoosa River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Bluegill Sunfish Canoll County No Restrictions 

Chattahoochee River 
(Near Helen, and Above Lake Lanie1·) 

Chatta!Jooc!Jee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Butternut Creek Tennessee River Basin 
Redeye Bass Ga. Hwy 75, Helen 1 meal/week Mercury 

Snail Bullhead See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Golden Redhorse See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Largemouth Bass Belton Bridge Road 1 meal/month Mercury 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Hog Sucker Union Cmmty No Restrictions 

Cane Creek (Wimpy's Air Field) Cllattalloocllee River Basin 
Channel Catfish See Above No Restr·ictions 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Lumpkin Cmmty No Restrictions 
Chattahoochee Rive1· 
(Buford Dam to Morgan Falls Dam) 

Chattahoochee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 
Canoochee River (Hwy 192 to Lotts Cr.) Ogeechee River Basin Largemouth Bass Multiple, Darn to Dam 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Common Carp See Above No Restrictions 
Largemouth Bass U.S. Hwy. 280 1 meal/month Mercmy 

Brown Trout See Above No Restrictions 
Channel Catfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Rainbow Trout See Above No Restrictions 

Yell ow Perch Above Morgan Falls No Restrictions 
Redbreast Sunfish See Above 1 meal/month Mercmy 

Snail Bullhead See Above 1 meal/month Mercury 

Canoochee River (Lotts C1-. To Ogeechee Rive1·) Ogeecltee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Below Canoochee Creek 1 meal/month Mercmy 
(Taylor Creek) 

Channel Catfish See Above 1 meal/month Mercmy 
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Chattahoochee River 
(Morgan Falls Dam to Peachtree Ct·eek) 

Species Site Tested 

Largemouth Bass Below Morgan Falls Darn 

Common Carp See Above 

Brown Trout See Above 

Rainbow Trout See Above 

Jumprock Sucker See Above 

Bluegill Slmfish See Above 

Chattahoochee River 
(Peachtree Creek to Pea Creek) 

Species Site Tested 

Common Carp SR 166 (DNR boat ramp) 

Channel Catfish See Above 

Bluegill Slmfish See Above 

White Sucker Peachtree Cr. To 1-20 

Black Bass Spp. 1-285 

Chattahoochee Rivet· 
(Pea Creek to West Point Lake, below Franklin) 

Species Site Tested 

Largemouth Bass U.S. 27/SR16 Whitesbmg 

Spotted Bass See Above 

Channel Catfish See Above 

Cllattalzooclzee River Basin 

Recommendation Chemical 

No Restrictions 

1 meal/month PCBs 

No Restrictions 

No Restrictions 

1 meal/week Mercmy 

No Restrictions 

Cllattalloocllee River Basin 

Recommendation Chemical 

1 meal/month PCBs 

No RestJ.·ictions 

1 meal/week PCBs 

No Restlictions 

1 meal/week Mercmy 

Cllattalloocltee R iver Basin 

Recommendation Chemical 

1 meal/week Mercmy 

1 meal/week Mercmy 

No Restt·ictions 

Chattahoochee Rivet·: Special for Sh·iped Bass Cllattalloocltee River Basin 
(Morgan Falls Dam to West Point Lake, below Franklin) 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Striped Bass Morgan Falls to 1-285 1 meal/month PCBs, 
Mercmy 

Note: One population of sb.iped bass migrates annually between West Point Lake and 
Morgan Falls Darn. Sampled population represents this stretch of tiver and Lake. 
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Chattahoochee River Clzattahoocllee River Basin 
(West Point Dam to Interstate 85) 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Below Darn No Resb.ictions 

Spotted Bass See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 

Flat Bullhead Catfish See Above No Resb.ictions 

Chattahoochee River Cllattalloochee River Basin 
(Oliver Dam to Upatoi Creek, Muscogee County) 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Oliver Dam to Eagle 1 meal/month PCBs 
Phoenix Dam 

Bullhead Catfish See Above 1 meal/week PCBs 

Chattahoochee River Chattalzoocllee River Basin 
(Chattahoochee County to Stewart County; Upatoi Creek to Omaha, Ga.) 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Oswichee Creek No Restrictions 

Spotted Sucker See Above No RestJ.·ictions 

Crappie See Above No RestJ.·ictions 

Channel Catfish See Above No Restt·ictions 

Chattahoochee River (Early County) Cllattaltoocllee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Hybtid Bass Downstt·eam of Plant No Resb.ictions 
Farley 

Chattanooga Creek Tennessee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Bluegill Slmfish Ga. Hwy 193 No Reshictions 

Northem Hog Sucker See Above No Reshictions 

Chattooga River (Northeast Georgia, Rabun County) Savannah River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Nmthem Hog Sucker Hwy. 24 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Silver Redhorse Above Lake Tugalo 1 meal/week Mercmy 

32 



Chattooga River (Northwest Georgia) Coosa River Basin Coleman River, Near Mouth, Rabun County Savannah River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Bluegill Sunfish Chattoogaville No Restrictions Rainbow Trout Near Tate City Rd. No Restrictions 

Black Crappie See Above No Restrictions 

Conasauga River: Headwaters in Cohutta Nat'l Forest Coosa River Basin 

Chestatee River, Headwaters, Turners Co1·ner Cllattalloocllee River Basin Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Rainbow Trout Upstream Rough Cr. No Restrictions 

Redeye Bass Hwy. 19 No Restrictions 

Alabama Hog Sucker See Above No Restrictions Conasauga River: Coosa River Basin 

Bluehead Chub See Above No Restrictions State Line to Hwy 286 (Hwy 2); and, Hwy 286 to Calhoun (Old Tilton Bridge) 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Chestatee Rive1·, (Tesnatee Rive1· to Lake Lanie1·) Cllattalloocllee River Basin Spotted Bass Ga. Hwy. 2 1 meaVweek Mercmy 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Smallmouth Buffalo See Above 1 meaVmonth PCBs, 

Spotted Bass Downstream Ga. 400 1 meaVweek Mercmy Mercmy 

Channel Catfish See Above No Restrictions White Bass Old Tilton Bridge 1 meaVmonth PCBs 

Redbreast Sunfish See Above No Restrictions SmaUmouth Buffalo See Above 1 meal/month PCBs, 
Mercmy 

Chickamauga C1·eek (East and South) Tennessee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Rock Bass Ga. Hwy2 No Restrictions 

Redbreast Sunfish See Above No Restrictions 

Coosa River (River Mile Zero to Hwy 100) Coosa River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass River Mile 2, Rome 1 meaVmonth PCBs 

Spotted Bass See Above 1 meaVweek PCBs, 
Mercmy 

Chickamauga Creek (West) Tennessee River Basin Blue Catfish < 18" River Mile 2 & Hwy. 100 1 meaVweek PCBs 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Blue Catfish 18-32" River Mile 2 & Hwy. 100 1 meaVmonth PCBs 

Spotted Bass Ga. Hwy2 1 meaVweek Mercury Blue Catfish > 32" River Mile 2 & Hwy. 100 Do Not Eat PCBs 

Redbreast Snnfish See Above No Restrictions Smallmouth Buffalo River Mile 2, Rome Do Not Eat PCBs 

Chickasawhatchee Creek, WMA near Elmodel, Ga. Flint River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Spotted Sucker Wildlife Mgm't Area No Restrictions 

Cohulla Creek (Praters MiD) Coosa River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Blacktail Redhorse Ga. Hwy. 2 1 meaVweek Mercmy 
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Coosa Rivel' (Hwy 100 to Stateline) Coosa River Basin Dukes Cl'eek (Neal' Helen) Cllattahoocllee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Smallmouth Buffalo Below Hwy 100 and at 1 meal/month PCBs Rainbow Trout Near Ga.Hwy. 75 No Restrictions 
Bmshy Branch Brown Trout See Above No Restrictions 

Largemouth Bass See Above 1 meal/week PCBs Note: Trout may not be harvested in Smithgall Woods 
Spotted Bass See Above No Restrictions 

Channel Catfish See Above 1 meal/month PCBs Etowah Rive1· (Dawson County) Coosa River Basin 

Black Crappie Foster Bend 1 meal/week PCBs Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Blue Catfish < 18" River Mile 2 & Hwy. 100 1 meal/week PCBs Blacktail Redhorse Kelly Bridge Road I meal/week Mercury 

Blue Catfish 18-32" River Mile 2 & Hwy. 100 1 meal/month PCBs 

Blue Catfish > 32" River Mile 2 & Hwy. 100 Do Not Eat PCBs Etowah Rive1· (Above Lake Allatoona, Chel'okee County) Coosa River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Coosa Rive1·: Special Stl'iped Bass Coosa River Basin Spotted Bass York Street 1 meal/week Mercmy 
(Rive1· mile zel'o in Rome to Stateline/Lake Weiss) Golden Redhorse See Above No Restrictions 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Striped Bass less than Multiple sites on Coosa 1 meal/month PCBs 
20 inches in length 

Striped Bass ;:>: 20 See Above Do Not Eat PCBs 
inches in length 

Etowah Rive1· (Below Lake Allatoona, Bal'tow!Fioyd Co.s) Coosa River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Channel Catfish U.S. Hwy. 411 No Restrictions 

Note: One population of striped bass migrates annually between Lake Weiss and locations Largemouth Bass See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

on the Coosa, Etowah (below Thompson-Weinman Dan1) and Oostanaula Rivers. Sampled Striped Bass * Below Allatoona Dam * No Restrictions 
population represents these stretches of river. 

Spotted Bass See Above 1 meal/week PCBs, 
Mercmy 

Coosawattee Rivel' (Below Cal'tel's Lake Dam) Coosa River Basin Bluegill Snnfish See Above No Restrictions 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Smallmouth Buffalo See Above 1 meal/month PCBs, 

Smallmouth Buffalo Owens Gin Road 1 meal/month PCBs, Mercmy 

Mercmy * For Striped Bass below Allatoona Dam and above Thompson-Weinman Dam in 

Bluegill Sunfish As Above No Restrictions Cartersville only. See "Coosa River: Special Striped Bass", for lower Etowah River. 

Daniels Cl'eek (Dade County) Tennessee River Basin Flint Rive1· (Spalding/Fayette Counties) Flint River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Bluegill Slmfish Cloudland Canyon State No Restrictions Largemouth Bass Ga. Hwy. 92 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Park Spotted Sucker See Above No Restrictions 
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Flint River (Meriwether/Pike!Upson Counties) Flint River Basin Gum Creek Flint River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Shoal Bass Ga. Hwy. 18 1 meal/week Mercury Largemouth Bass Crisp County 1 meal/week Mercury 

Channel Catfish See Above No Reshictions Carp See Above No Restriction 

Flathead Catfish See Above No Resn·ictions 

Holly C1·eek (Mun·ay County) Coosa River Basin 

Flint River (Taylo1· County) Flint River Basin Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Blacktail Redhorse Fox Btidge Road 1 meal/week Mercury 

Largemouth Bass U.S. Hwy. 80 1 meal/week Mercury 

Channel Catfish See Above No Reshictions lchawaynochaway Creek Flim River Basin 

Shoal Bass See Above No Reshictions Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Cordays Millpond 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Flint River (Above Lake Blackshea1·, Macon/Dooly Co.s) Flint River Basin Spotted Sucker See Above No Restriction 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Oglethorpe, Ga. Hwy 49 1 meal/week Mercury Jacks River (Fannin County) Coosa River Basin 

Channel Catfish See Above No Reshictions Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Brown Trout Watson Gap No Restt·ictions 

Flint River (Below Lake Blackshear, W01·th!Lee Co.s) Flint River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Jones Creek (U.S. Forest Service Rd. 28-1) Coosa River Basin 

Largemouth Bass No. Albany, Ga. Hwy 32 1 meal/week Mercury Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Channel Catfish See Above No Restt·ictions Brown Trout Lumpkin County No Reshictions 

Flint River (Doughe•·ty/Baker/Mitchell Counties) Flint River Basin Kinchafoonee Creek (Sumter/Lee Counties) Flint River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Below Albany & Merck 1 meal/week Mercury Largemouth Bass Ga. Hwys 49 to 118 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Sucker See Above No Restt·ictions Spotted Sucker See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Flathead Catfish < 16" Above Newton, GA No Restrictions 

Flathead Catfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy Little Dry Creek (Floyd County) Coosa River Basin 

16-30" Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Flathead Catfish > 30" See Above 1 meal/month Mercury Bluegill Sunfish Near Rome No Reshictions 

Goldmine Branch (Tributary to Warwoman Cr.) Savannah River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Brook Trout Rabun County No Restrictions 
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Little River (Above & Below Rocky Cr ., Wilkes Co.) Savannah River B asin Mill C1·eek (Murray County) Coosa River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Above & Below Rocky 1 meal/week Mercury Golden Redhorse Hwy. 411 , Eton l meal/week Mercury 
Creek 

Silver Redhorse See Above No Restrictions Moccasin Creek (Lake Bu1·ton Hatchery) Savannah River Basin 
Spotted Sucker See Above No Restrictions Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Rainbow Trout DNR Hatchery No Res1:Iictions 
Little River (West of Valdosta, Lowndes County) Suwannee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Muckalee Creek (Sumter/Lee Counties) Flint River Basin 
Largemouth Bass Above Ga. Hwy 133 1 meaJJweek Mercury Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Spotted Sucker See Above No Resu·ictions Largemouth Bass McLitt1e Bridge Rd. To l meal/week Mercwy 
Ga. Hwy 118 

Little TaUapoosa River Tallapoosa River Basin Spotted Sucker See Above l meal/week Mercury 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass U.S. Hwy. 27 No Restrictions Mud Creek, Near Powder Springs, Cobb County Chattahoochee River Basin 

Black Crappie See Above No Restrictions Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Brown Bullhead See Above No Restrictions Alabama Hog Sucker Ga. Hwy 360 No Restrictions 

Bluegill Sunfish See Above No Restrictions 

Little Tennessee Rive•· (Rabun County) Tennessee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Nickajack Creek, Cobb County Chattahoochee River Basin 

Mixed Bass/Sunfish Above John Kelly Rd. No Restrictions Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Mixed Sucker Spp. See Above No Restrictions Alabama Hog Sucker Cooper Lake Road No Resu·ictions 
Mixed Bass/Sunfish Species: Rock Bass, Redbreast and G-reen Sunfish. 
Mixed Sucker Species: Black Redhorse, Striped Jumprock and Northern Hog Sucker 

Bluegill Sunfish See Above No Res1Iictions 

Middle Oconee River (Above & Below Athens) Oconee River Basin Noonday Creek Coosa River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Redbreast Sunfish U.S. Hwy 29, (Above) No Restrictions 
Alabama Hog Sucker Cobb County No Resuictions 

Spotted Sucker See Above No Restrictions 
Redbreast Sunfish See Above No Resu·ictions 

Silver Redhorse Below Ba-rber Creek No Restrictions 
North Oconee River (Above and Below Athens, Clarke Co.) Oconee River Basin 

Mill Creek (Whitfield County) Coosa River Basin Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Redbreast Sunfish Newton Bridge Road No Restrictions 

Spotted Sucker Neal Dalton No Res1Iictions Redbreast Stm.fish Whitehall Rd. (Below) No Restrictions 

Redbreast Stmfish See Above No Restrictions Flat Bullhead See Above No Restrictions 

40 
39 



Ochlockonee Rive•· (Moultrie to Thomasville) Ochlockonee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Above Thomasville, 1 meal/month Mercury 
Hwy. 19 

White Catfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Redbreast Stmfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercw-y 

Wa.rmouth See Above 1 meal/week Mercw-y 

Ochlockonee River (Thomasville to State Line) Ochlockonee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Ga. Hwy. 93 1 meal/month Mercw-y 

Spotted Sucker See Above 1 meal/week Mercw-y 

Redbreast Stmfish See Above No Restrictions 

Ocmulgee River (Butts/Monroe Counties) Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Below Lloyd Shoals No Restrictions 
Dam, Lake Jackson 

Brown Bullhead See Above No Restrictions 

Ocmulgee River (Bibb County) Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass 6 Miles Downstream of 1 meal/week Mercw-y 
Tobesofkee Creek 

Flathead Catfish See Above 1 meal/month PCBs, 

Mercw-y 

Channel Catfish See Above No Restrictions 

Ocmulgee River (Houston!Twiggs Counties) Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Channel Catfish Ga. Hwy. 96 No Restrictions 

Flathead Catfish See Above No Restrictions 

Largemouth Bass See Above 1 meal/week Mercm-y 
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Ocmulgee River (Pulaski County) Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Hawkinsville No Restrictions 

Channel Catfish See Above No Restrictions 

Ocmulgee River (Wilcox/Telfair Counties) Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass U.S. Hwy 280 1 meal/week Mercw-y 

Flathead Catfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercm-y 

Channel Catfish See Above No Restrictions 

Ocmulgee River (Telfair/Wheeler Counties) Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass U.S. Hwy 341 1 meal/week Mercury 

Flathead Catfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 

Oconee River (Clarke and Oconee Counties) Oconee River Basin 

Confluence of No1·th and Middle Oconee to Barnett Shoals Dam 

Species Site Tested 

Largemouth Bass Above Barnett Shoals 

Silver Redhorse See Above 

Oconee River (Oconee and Greene Counties) 

Bamett Shoals Dam to Lake Oconee 

Species Site Tested 

Silver Redhorse Ga. Hwy. 15 

Channel Catfish See Above 

Cmnn1on Carp See Above 

Oconee River (Baldwin/Wilkinson Counties) 

Species Site Tested 

Flathead Catfish Milledgeville to Dublin 

Largemouth Bass See Above 

Channel Catfish See Above 
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Recommendation Chemical 

1 meal/week Mercm-y 

1 meal/week Mercury 

Oconee River Basin 

Recommendation Chemical 

No Restrictions 

No Restrictions 

No Restrictions 

Oconee River Basin 

Recommendation Chemical 

No Restrictions 

No Restrictions 

No Restrictions 



Oconee River (Laurens County) Oconee River Basin Ogeechee River (Bryan County; near Ellabelle) Ogeecllee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass 1-16 No Resh-ictions Largemouth Bass Ga. Hwy204 1 meal/month Mercury 

Redbreast Sunfish See Above No Restt·ictions Redbreast Sunfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 

Channel Catfish See Above No Resh·ictions Channel Catfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Ogeechee River (Washington County; nea1· Davisboro) Ogeecllee River Basin Ogeechee River (Near Ft. McAllister) Ogeechee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Ga. Hwy 88 1 meal/month Mercury Mullet Fm1 McAllister No Reshictions 

Spotted Sucker See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Ohoopee River (Near Oak Park, Ga.) Altamalla River Basin 

Ogeechee River (Jefferson County; Louisville) Ogeecllee River Basin Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Largemouth Bass 1-16 1 meal/month Mercury 

Largemouth Bass U.S. Hwy 1 1 meal/month Mercury Redbreast Sunfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Spotted Sucker See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Redbreast Sunfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy Ohoopee River (Near Reidsville, Ga., Tattnall Co.) Altamalla River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Ogeechee River (Burke County; Midville) Ogeecllee River Basin Largemouth Bass Ga. Hwys 280 to 56 1 meal/month Mercmy 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Redbreast Sunfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Largemouth Bass Ga. Hwy. 56 1 meal/month Mercmy Spotted Sucker See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 

Redbreast Sunfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 
Okefenokee Swamp (Stephen Foster State Park) Suwannee River Basin 

Ogeechee River (Jenkins County; Millen) Ogeecllee River Basin Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Bowfm Billy's "Lake" 1 meal/month Mercmy 

Largemouth Bass U.S. Hwy25 1 meal/month Mercmy Flier (sunfish) See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 

Snail Bullhead See Above 1 meal/week Mercury Chain Pickerel See Above 1 meal/month Mercury 

Redbreast Sunfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 
Olley C1·eek (Near Austell, Cobb County) Cllattalloocllee R iver Basin 

Ogeechee River (Bulloch County; near Statesbo1·o) Ogeecllee River Basin Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Large Scale Clay Road No Restrictions 

Largemouth Bass U.S. Hwy 301 1 meal/month Mercury 
Stoneroller 

Channel Catfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 
Redbreast Sunfish See Above No Reshictions 

Redbreast Sunfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Snail Bullhead See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 

Spotted Sucker Ga. Hwy. 24 (so. bridge) 1 meal/week Mercmy 
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Oostanaula River (Floyd/Gordon Counties) Coosa River Basin Satilla Rive1· (Near Wayuoss, Ware/Brantley Co.s) Sa til/a River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Smallmouth Buffalo Ga. Hwy 156, Calhoun I meal/week PCBs, Largemouth Bass U.S. Hwy 84 1 meal/month Mercury 
Mercury 

Redbreast Sunfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 
Bluegill Sunfish See Above No Restrictions Channel Catfish U.S. Hwy 301 1 meal/week Mercmy 
Spotted Bass Ga. Hwy 140 1 meal/week Mercury 

Bluegill S1mfish See Above No Restrictions Satilla Rive1· (Folkston, Burnt For t, Charlton/Camden Co.s) Satilla River Basin 
Largemouth Bass See Above 1 meal/week PCBs Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 
Smallmouth Buffalo See Above 1 meal/week PCBs, 

Mercury 
Largemouth Bass Ga. Hwy. 252 1 meal/month Mercury 

Channel Catfish See Above 1 meal/week PCBs 
Redbreast Sunfish See Above 1 meal/month Mercmy 

See "Coosa River: Special Striped Bass" 
Flathead Catfish 30 See Above 1 meal/month * Mercury 
inches and smaller 

Flathead Catfish See Above Do Not Eat Mercmy 
Patsiliga Creek (Upstream of Beave1· Creek, Taylor Co.) Flint River Basin greater than 30 inches 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical * Because there is considerable variation in how much mercury these large predatory fish 
contain, people who are considered to be especially sensitive to the effects of mercmy 
(pregnant women, nmsing mothers and young children), may wish to limit their 
consumption fmther than listed above. 

Largemouth Bass From McCants Millpond No Restrictions 

Spotted Sucker to Ga. Hwy 208 
No Restrictions 

Chain Pickerel See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 
Savannah River (Below Clarks Hill Dam, Columbia County) Savmma/1 River Basin 

Patsiliga Cr eek (Downstream of Beave1· Creek) Flint River Basin Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Largemouth Bass Above New Savannah 1 meal/week Mercury 

Bass Spp. * Taylor Cmmty 1 meal/month Mercury 
Bluff Lock & Dam 

Sucker Spp. * See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy Spotted Sucker See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 

*Bass: Largemouth & Shoal; Suckers: Grayfm Redhorse, Spotted & Greater JUlllprock Redear Sunfish Above Stevens Cr. Dam No Restrictions 

Redbreast Sunfish Below Stevens Cr. Dam No Restrictions 

Pipe Make1·s Canal (Near Savannah, Georgia) Savannah River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Savannah River (Richmond/Burke Counties) Savannah River Basin 

Largemouth Bass Chatham County 1 meal/week Mercmy Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Below New Savannah 1 meal/week Mercury 

Ponder B1·anch (Walker County, Villanow) Coosa River Basin 
Bluff Lock & Dan1 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 
Sucker See Above No Restiictions 

Redeye Bass Ga. Hwy 136 No Restrictions 
StTiped Mullet See Above No Restrictions 

Specific consmnption guidelines have not been issued for the radionuclides cesilmi-137 & 
strontiUlll-90, in the Savannah River (Bmke/Screven Co.s), adjacent to the Savannah River 

Proctor Creek, Near Acworth, Cobb County Coosa River Basin Site (SRS). Guidance on mercury were evaluated and deemed to be protective. 

Species Site Te.sted Recommendation Chemical 

Green Sunfish Ga. Hwy 293, Old US 41 No RestTictions 46 
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Savannah Rive•· (Screven County) Savannah River Basin 
Savannah River: Special Striped Bass Savannah River Basin 

(New Savannah Bluff Lock & Dam to Estuary, Chatham Co.) 
Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass U.S. Hwy 301 1 meal/week Mercury 

Rederu.· Sunfish See Above No Restrictions 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Shiped Bass 27" and Multiple locations, over 1 meal/month * Mercmy 
greater in length section noted above 

Channel Catfish See Above No Resh·ictions *Because there is considerable vru.·iation in how much mercmy these large predatory fish 

Bluegill Stmfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 

Specific consumption guidelines have not been issued for the radionuclides cesium-13 7 & 
shontium-90, in the Savannah River (Burke/Screven Co.s), adjacent to the Savru.mah River 
Site (SRS). Guidru.1ce on mercmy were evaluated and deemed to be protective. 

contain, people who are considered to be especially sensitive to the effects of mercmy 
(pregnant women, nursing mothers and ymmg children), may wish to limit their 
consumption further than listed above. 

Note: one population of shiped bass migrates ammally between the Savru.mah esturu.y and 
New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam. CmTent minimtnn legal size is 27 inches. 

Savannah River (Effingham County) Savannah River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Ga. Hwy 119 1 meal/month Mercmy 

Channel Catfish See Above No Resh·ictions 

Redbreast Surlfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Sewell Mill Creek (Cobb County) Clzattaltoocltee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Alabama Hog Sucker Ga. Hwy 120 No Reshictions 

Bluegill Sunfish See Above No Reshictions 

Savannah River (Fort Howard) Savannah River Basin 
Short Creek (Warren County) Ogeecltee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 
Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Near Rincon 1 meal/month Mercmy 
Sunfish W anen County 1 meal/week Mercmy 

White Catfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Redbreast Sunfish See Above No Resh"ictions 
Slab Camp Creek (Oconee County) Oconee River Basin 

Bowfin See Above 1 meal/month Mercury 
Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Greater Jtnnprock Watson Spring Road No Reshictions 

Savannah River (Chatham County) Savannah River Basin 
Redbreast Sunfish See Above No Reshictions 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass I-95 and U.S. Hwy. 17 1 meal/week Mercmy 

Channel Catfish U.S. Hwy. 17 No Resh·ictions 

Shiped Mullet Hwy. 17, Front River No Resh·ictions 

South River (DeKalb/Rockdale County) Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Bluegill Surlfish Hwy. 155, Panola Shoals 1 meal/week PCBs 

Snail Bullhead See Above 1 meal/week PCBs 

Savannah River (Tidal Gate) Savannah River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Red Dmm Tidal Gate No Res trictions 

South River (Henry County) Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

White Catfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 
Largemouth Bass Snapping Shoals 1 meal/week PCBs 

Silver Redhorse See Above No Restrictions 

Channel Catfish Below Snapping Shoals No Reshictions 
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South River (Butts County) Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Black Crappie Ga. Hwy. 36 No Restrictions 

Largemouth Bass See Above No Restrictions 

Channel Catfish See Above No Restrictions 

Redbreas t Sunfish See Above No Resnictions 

Spirit Creek Savannah River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Above Richmond Factmy No Restrictions 
Pond 

Spotted Sucker See Above No Restrictions 

Redeat· Smlfish See Above No Restrictions 

Spring Creek (Seminole/Decatur/Miller Counties) Flint River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Ga. Hwy. 84 1 meal/week Mercury 

Spotted Sucker See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 

Redeat· Smlfish See Above 1 meal/week Mercury 

Stamp Creek (Cherokee County) Coosa River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Rainbow Trout PineLogWMA No Resuictions 

Stekoa Creek Savannah River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Sniped Jumprock Rablm County No Resnictions 

St Marys River (Charlton County) St Marys River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Largemouth Bass Neat· St. George 1 meal/month Mercmy 

Redbreast Smlfish See Above No Restrictions 
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St Marys River (Camden County) 

Species Site Tested 

Largemouth Bass U.S. Hwy. 17 

Redbreast Sunfish See Above 

Sniped Mullet See Above 

Sugar Creek (Murray County) 

Species Site Tested 

Golden Redhorse Sugar Creek Road 

Sumac Ct·eek (Murray County) 

Species Site Tested 

Golden Redhorse Hwy. 225 

Suwannee River (Clinch/Ware/Echols Co.s) 

Suwannee River Sill to State Line 

Species Site Tested 

Largemouth Bass ShoJt Catnp Road 

Bullhead Catfish See Above 

Chain Pickerel See Above & U.S. 441 

Flier U.S. Hwy 441 

Swamp Creek (Whitfield County) 

Species Site Tested 

Redeye Bass Redwine Cove Road 

St. Marys River Basin 

Recommendation Chemical 

1 meal/month Mercury 

No Resn·ictions 

No Restrictions 

Coosa River Basin 

Recommendation Chemical 

1 meal/week Mercmy 

Coosa River Basin 

Recommendation Chemical 

1 meal/week Mercmy 

Suwannee River Basin 

Recommendation Chemical 

1 meal/month Mercmy 

1 meal/week Mercury 

1 meal/week Mercmy 

1 meal/week Mercury 

Coosa River Basin 

Recommendation Chemical 

1 meal/week Mercury 

Talking Rock Creek (Downtown Talking Rock, Pickens Co.) Coosa River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Redeye Bass Neat· Fire DepaJtment 1 meal/week Mercury 

Tallapoosa River Tallapoosa River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Blacktail Redhorse U.S.Hwy. 27 No Resn·ictions 

Bluegill Sunfish See Above No Resnictions 
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Blacktail Redhorse Ga. Hwy. 100 1 meaJ!week 

Tallulah RJver, Towns County Savannah River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Rainbow Trout Charlies Creek Road No Restrictions 

Tributat·y to Hudson RJvet· (Alto, Ga., Banks County) Savannah River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommenda tion Chemical 

Redeye Bass Below Alto Prison I meaJ!week Mercwy 

Brown Bullhead See Above No Restrictions 

Upatoi Creek Chattahoochee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Grayfm Redhorse Above Mouth No Restrictions 

Witblacoochee RJver Suwannee River Basin 

(Hahira to State Line Ben·ien!Lowndes Counties) 
' 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Redbreast Sunfish Ga. Hwy 122 I meaJ!week Mercwy 

Largemouth Bass Near Clyattville I meaJ!month Mercwy 

Redbreast Sunfish See Above 1 meaJ!week Mercwy 

Yahoola CJ·eek (Consolidated Goldmine) Chattahoochee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Alabama Hog Sucker Lumpkin C01mty No Restrictions 

Yellow River Ocmulgee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Flat Bullhead Catfish Porterdale Dam No Restrictions 
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GEORGIA ESTUARINE SYSTEMS 

Estuaries and fresh waters in Georgia are included in the watersheds of 14 different 
river basins, using the United States Geological Survey Hydrologic Unit Code 
(HUC), cataloging system. Estuarine systems often communicate with adjoining 
basins due to natural interconnections and marm1ade structures and actions such as 
causeways, tidal gates and dredging. Terry Creek, Dupree Creek, the Back River, 
Academy Creek and the lower Brunswick River are technically in the Satilla River 
Basin, but because of tidal dynamics, water exchange occurs between them and 
the Altamaha River system. 

These guidelines are based on a range in fish meal size from 4 to 8 ounces (114 to 
112 potmd). Where the guidelines recommend only 1 meal per week or month, you 
may prefer to have two smaller meals over that period. 

Academy Creek Satil/a River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendations Chemical 

Blue Crab Academy Creek No Restrictions 

Altamaha RJver Estuary Altamaha River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendations Chemical 

Striped Mullet Below Hwy. 17 No Restrictions 

Spotted Seatrout Multiple in Delta No Restrictions 

F loyd Creek (to St. Andrews Sound) Sa til/a River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendations Chemical 

Blue Crab Floyd Creek, So. No RestJictions 

Southern Kingfish 
of Floyd Basin 

No RestJictions 

Haynet·s C reek Ogeechee River Basin 

Species Site Tested Recommendations C hemical 

Blue Crab Above SR204 No Restrictions 

North Newport RJvet· (Upper) and Cay/Peacock Cr.s, RJceboro OgeecheeRiverBasin 

Species Site Tested Recommendations Chemical 

Striped Mullet No. Newpm1 River No Resu·ictions 

Blue Crab Cay & Peacock I meaJ!week Mercruy 
Creeks 11r. I-9 5 
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Tu1·tle River System: Sa til/a Rwer Basin Lower Tu1·tle & South Bruns,vick Rivers (St. Simons Estuary) Satilla Rwer Basin 

Purvis and Gibson Ct·eeks , (St. Simons Estuary) Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical White Shrimp, Flounder Turtle River No Restrictions 

Red Dnun, Flounder Pmvis& I meal/week PCBs, Mercury 

Shrimp, Black Drum, Spot 
Gibson Creeks 

I meal/month PCBs 

Blue Crab 
(From Chaunel 

1 meal/week Mercury 
Marker 9) and 

Black Dnun, Red Dnun, South 1 meal/week PCBs 

Blue Crab, Spotted Seatrout, I meal/month PCBs, Mercury 
Southem Kingfish (whiting), 
Sheepshead 

Sheepshead Brunswick 

Spotted Seatrout River 1 meal/week PCBs, Mercury 
(Downstream 

Atlantic Croaker, Striped to Dubignon 1 meal/month PCBs 
Striped Mullet, Atlantic Do Not Eat PCBs Mullet, Spot and Parsons 
Croaker 

Southem Ki..ngfish (whiting) Creeks) 1 meal/month PCBs, Mercury 
Clams, Mussels, Oysters Not applicable Do Not Eat Shellfish Ban * 

Clams, Mussels, Oysters Not applicable Do Not Eat Shellfish Ban * 
* Shellfish Ban: National Shellfish Sanitation Program. For information see Coastal 
Resomces Division website: http://crd.dm.state.ga.us * Shellfish Ban: National Shellfish Sanitation Program 

Upper Turtle & Buffalo Rivers (St. Simons Estuary) Satilla River Basin St. Simons Sound 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical Species Site Tested Recommendations Chemical 

White Shrimp Turtle and No Restrictions 

Blue Crab, Red Dnun, 
Buffalo Rivers, 1 meal/week PCBs, Mercury 

Spotted Seatrout 
Upriver of 

Georgia Hwy 
Flounder 303 1 meal/week PCBs 

Tripletail North em end of No Restrictions 
Jekyll Island 

Savannah River Estuary Savannah River Basin 

Southem Kingfish, I meal/month PCBs, Mercury 
Sheepshead 

Species Site Tested Recommendations Chemical 

Striped Mullet U.S. Hwy 17/SR25 No Restrictions 

Black Dmm, Croaker, Spot 1 meal/month PCBs 

Striped Mullet Do Not Eat PCBs Savannah Rive•· Estuat·y Savannah River B asin 

Clams, Mussels, Oysters Not applicable Do Not Eat Shellfish Ban * (New Savannah Bluff Lock & Dam to Estuary, Chatham Co.) 

* Shellfish Ban: National Shellfish Sanitation Program Species Site Tested Recommendations Chemical 

Striped Bass 27" Multiple locations, 1 meal/month * Mercmy 

Midd.le Turtle River (St. Simons Estuary) Satil/a Rwer Basin 
and greater in over section noted 
length above 

Species Site Tested Recommendation Chemical • Because there is considerable variation in how much merctuy these large predatory fish 
contain, people who are considered to be especially sensitive to the effects of mercmy 
(pregnant women, nursing mothers and young children), may wish to limit their 
consmnption fi.rrther than listed above. 

White Shrimp State Hwy 303 No Restrictions 

Red Drum, Flounder 
to Chaunel 1 meal/week PCBs, Mercury 
Marker9 

Note: one population of striped bass migrates aunually between the Savaunah estuary and 
New Savaunah Bluff Lock and Dam. Cmrent minimum legal size is 27 inches. 

Blue Crab, Atlantic Croaker, 1 meal/month PCBs, Mercury 
Black Drum, Spotted Sea trout, 
South em Kingfish, Sheepshead 

Striped Mullet, Spot Do Not Eat PCBs 

Clams, Mussels, Oysters Not applicable Do Not Eat Shellfish Ban • 

* Shellfish Ban: National Shellfish Sanitation ProgJ.·am 
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SPECIAL LISTINGS 

Terry & Dupree Creeks & Back Rive1· to St. Simons Sound 

(St. Simons Estuary) Satilla River Basin 

Location Species Recommendation Chemical 

Terry Creek Silver Perch (Yellowtail) I meal/week PCBs, 
South of Torras Mercmy 
Causeway to 

Blue Crab, Shrimp, Spot, No Restrictions 
Lanier Basin 

Striped Mullet, Atlantic 
Croaker, Southem Kingfish 
(e.g. Ga. whiting), Spotted 
Sea trout 

Teny & Dupree Blue Crab, Shrimp No Restrictions 
Creeks Nmth of RedDnnn I meal/week Toxaphene 
Tonas Causeway 

and related 
to Confluence Striped Mullet, Atlantic 1 meal/month 

compounds 
with Back River Croaker, Southem Kingfish, 

Spotted Seat:rout 

Spot Do Not Eat 

Back River 1 mi. Blue Crab, Shrimp, Striped No Restlictions 
above Te1:ry Cr. Mullet, Atlantic Croaker, 
to Confluence w/ Southem Kingfish, Spotted 
T onas Causeway Seatl·out, Red Dmm 

Spot 1 meal/month Toxaphene 
and related 
compounds 

Back River From Blue Crab, Shrin1p, Spot, No Restlictions 
Causeway to St. Stl"iped Mullet, Southem 
Simons Sound Kingfish, Spotted Seati·out, 

RedDmm 

Atlantic Croaker 1 meal/week Toxaphene 
and related 
compounds 

Do Not Eat Clams, Mussels or Oysters; Shellfish Ban, Nat'l Shellfish Sanitation Program. 
For information see Coastal Resomces Division website: http://crd.dnr.state.ga.us 
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SPECIAL MERCURY GUIDANCE ON KING MACKEREL 

On March 23, 2000, Georgia joined together with North Carolina, South Carolina 
and Florida in issuing a joint health advisory for the consumption of large king 
mackerel caught offshore in the South Atlantic Ocean that have been found to have 
high mercury concentrations. This advisory was issued to provide guidance on the 
safe consumption of king mackerel to the general public and sensitive populations 
such as pregnant women, nursing mothers and young children. It does not prevent 
fishermen from landing fish larger than 39 inches. 

Georgia DNR officials began working with the other Southeast States to determine 
levels of mercury in king mackerel in 1998 after learning that Gulf Coast States 
initiated a similar program. Each State' s findings documented consistent levels of 
mercury over a range of sizes with high levels found in large king mackerel. This 
is Georgia 's first consumption advisory for ocean waters. The king mackerel is a 
migratory species with the Atlantic population ranging from South Florida through 
North Carolina and into the Mid-Atlantic. 

King Mackerel: Atlantic Ocean Offshore Georgia Coast Atlantic Ocean 

Size Range (Fork Length = FL) Recommendation 

24 to Less than 33 inches No Restrictions 

33 to 39 inches (a 33 inch fish weighs 1 meal per month ** for pregnant women, nursing 
approximately 10 pounds) mothers and children age 12 and younger 

1 meal per week** for other adults 

Over 39 inches (approximately 15 to Do Not Eat 
17 pounds) 

King Mackerel are measured in Fork Length (FL), which is fi"om the tip of the snout to the fork 
of the tail. The mininmm legal size in Georgia is 24 inches FL, with a maximum daily creel 
limit of 3 fish per person. Federally pennitted commercial fishetmen are linllted to 3500 
pounds per trip, and a minimum size of 24 inches FL. ** One meal portion in this special 
guidance is 8 ounces or 112 pound. 

King mackerel spawn along the continental shelf of the Atlantic Coast, rapidly 
growing to approximately 20 inches in length in the first year. Their diet consists 
almost exclusively of other fish. King mackerel typically have a maximum life 
span of 15 years, reaching approximately 4 feet in length and 25 to 30 pounds in 
weight. Most fish landed are considerably smaller. As a fast-growing, long-lived 
top predator, the king mackerel has a propensity for accumulating high levels of 
mercury. 
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LEGEND 
SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD AREAS (SFHAs) SUBJECT TO 
INUNDATION BY THE 1% ANNUAL CHANCE FLOOD 

The 1% annual chance flood (100-year flood), also known as the base flood, is the flood that has 
a 1% chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given year. The Special Flood Hazard Area is 
the area subject to flooding by the 1% annual chance flood. Areas of Special Flood Hazard 
include Zones A, AE, AH, AO, AR, A99, V, and VE. The Base Flood Elevation is the water-surface 
elevation of the 1% annual chance flood . 

ZONE A 

ZONEAE 

ZONEAH 

ZONEAO 

ZONEAR 

ZONEA99 

ZONE V 

ZONE VE 

No Base Flood Elevations determined, 

Base Flood Elevations determined. 

Flood depths of 1 to 3 feet (usually areas of ponding); Base Flood Elevations 
determined. 

Flood depths of 1 to 3 feet (usually sheet flow on sloping terrain); average 
depths determined. For areas of alluvial fan flooding, velocities also determined. 

Special Flood Hazard Areas formerly protected from the 1% annual chance 
flood by a flood control system that was subsequently decertified. Zone 
AR indicates that the former flood control system is being restored to provide 
protection from the 1% annual chance or greater flood. 

Area to be protected from 1% annual chance flood by a Federal flood 
protection system under construction; no Base Flood Elevations determined. 

Coastal flood zone with velocity hazard (wave action); no Base Flood Elevations 
determined. 

Coastal flood zone with velocity hazard (wave action); Base Flood Elevations 
determined. 

FLOODWAY AREAS IN ZONE AE 

The floodway is the channel of a stream plus any adjacent floodplain areas that must be kept free of 
encroachment so that the 1% annual chance flood can be carried without substantial increases in 
flood heights. 

ZONE X 

OTHER FLOOD AREAS 

Areas of 0.2% annual chance flood; areas of 1% annual chance flood with 
average depths of less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square 
mile; and areas protected by levees from 1% annual chance flood. 

OTHER AREAS 

ZONE X Areas determined to be outside the 0.2% annual chance floodplain. 

ZONE D Areas in which flood hazards are undetermined, but possible. 

~ COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES SYSTEM (CBRS) AREAS 

[' ~ ~ ~ ' j OTHERWISE PROTECTED AREAS (OPAs) 

CBRS areas and OPAs are normally located within or adjacent to Special Flood Hazard Areas. 
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1% annual chance floodplain boundary 

0.2% annual chance floodplain boundary 

Floodway boundary 

Zone D boundary 

CBRS and OPA boundary 

Boundary dividing Special Flood Hazard Areas of different Base 
Flood Elevations, flood depths or flood velocities. 
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Water Reclamation Facilities 

The Lower Poplar Street Water Reclamation Facility 
The Lower Poplar Street Water Reclamation Facility (WRF) opened in 1959 to provide 
treatment for municipal and industrial waste within the service area that extends 
north of Macon along the Ocmulgee River, within Bibb County. 

With an original wastewater 
treatment capacity of 12 million 
gallons of wastewater per day 
(MGD), the Authority has upgraded 
the Lower Poplar Street Plant with 
highly sophisticated processes that 
expanded its capacity to 20 MGD. 
Thus, the plant now features the 
most recent advances and 
innovations in wastewater 
treatment. A vehicle maintenance 
shop has been added to the Lower 
Poplar Street Facility to allow MWA 
personnel the capabilities to perform 
necessary maintenance for fleet vehicles and plant equipment. 

The wastewater treatment process 

The Lower Poplar Street WRF is an advanced secondary wastewater treatment facility 
utilizing a coupled filter tower/activated sludge process. The major treatment stages 
at the facility involve preliminary, primary, and secondary wastewater treatment, as 
wel l as sludge handling. 

Preliminary treatment at Lower Poplar entails the removal of larger solids and grit out 
of the wastewater through a process involving four barscreens and two grit 
chambers. The barscreens remove solids from three-eighths of an inch and above. 

The grit chambers remove detritus material from the wastewater, such as sand, 
coffee grounds, etc. This material is abrasive to the equipment and will take up 
unnecessary room in the digesters if not removed at this stage. Material removed 
from the barscreens and grit chambers is disposed in a landfill. 

During the primary treatment of wastewater, the flow is slowed down to allow solids 
to settle and be removed from the water and pumped as sludge to the digesters for 
further treatment through the use of two circular primary clarifiers, as well as 
additional, rectangular primary clarifiers. 

After the wastewater leaves the primary clarifiers, it enters the secondary treatment 
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stage. The MWA's advanced secondary treatment of wastewater utilizes two filter 

towers and four activated sludge aeration basins. 

The filter tower/activated sludge process is an advanced biological secondary 
treatment system. This system utilizes microorganisms such as bacteria and 
protozoa , fungi and invertebrates, to produce an acceptable effluent quality by 
removing substances that have an oxygen demand. In doing so, the treated 
wastewater is safe and approved for disposal into the receiving stream, according to 
the provisions of the Authority's regulated permits for this form of direct discharge 
into a water body. 

As for the sludge exiting the aeration basins, it is sent to three final clarifiers. In the 
final clarifiers, the sludge settles to the bottom and is collected and sent back to the 
head of the aeration basins to mix with the incoming wastewater. In order to keep 
the sludge fresh and the micro-organisms active, a portion of the s ludge must be 
disposed on a regular basis. 

The clean water from the final clarifiers flows over weirs and by gravity through the 
effluent flume to the chlorine contact chamber. At this stage, chlorine is added to kill 
any pathogenic organisms in the water. After enough contact time is given for 
sufficient kill in the ch lorine contact chambers, the water is de-chlorinated by sodium 
bisulfate. The final treated water is then discharged to the river by the effluent 
pumps or by gravity. 

Proper handling of biosolids 

The waste sludge from the final clarifiers, along with the sludge from the primary 
clarifiers, is pumped to three gravity thickeners. The purpose of these gravity 

thickeners is to thicken the sludge in order to avoid excess water from entering the 
digesters. 

The sludge from the gravity thickeners is pumped to two primary digesters. The 

primary digesters are part of an anaerobic digestion process, involving a biological 
treatment method in which organisms break down and reduce the organic material of 
the solids to methane, carbon dioxide and other gases, as well as water and 
inorganic sol ids that will further reduce decomposition upon its final disposal. 

For proper digestion, the temperature in these digesters has to be maintained 
between 80 and 100 degrees Fahrenheit throughout the year. During this process, 
enough methane is produced and used as a fuel for the boiler to heat the sludge to 
the desired temperature. After proper digestion, the sludge is sent to three secondary 
digesters. The purpose of these secondary digesters is to separate any excess water 
from the sludge and hold it prior to sludge dewatering. 

The sludge dewatering process consists of four belt filter presses. During this process, 
the liquid sludge is converted to a solid sludge by the belt filter presses. The solids 
from the belt filter presses are ca lled biosolids. 

The biosolids from the belt filter presses are trucked to the shed at the Rocky Creek 
Water Reclamation Facility. These solids from Lower Poplar are mixed with the Rocky 
Creek Plant's solids and sent to farm land throughout the surrounding area. Farmers 
benefit from the productive use of the nutrients in the solids. These solids are applied 
in a controlled manner and analyzed regularly for chemical and biological content. 

See more information on the MWA's Bjosolids Recycling Program 

The Rocky Creek Water Reclamation Facility (WRF) 
The Rocky Creek Water Reclamation Facility (WRF) provides wastewater treatment 
for the southern and western portions of the City of Macon and Bibb County. The 
facility was built in the early 1970's as a joint treatment facility with the Macon Kraft 

Company, now called Graphic Packaging, Inc. 

The current design flow of the plant is for handling a monthly average of 24 million 
gallons of wastewater per day (MGD) or a weekly average of 30 MGD. The current 
treatment flow is approximately 18.5 MGD, with 7 to 9 MGD coming from the Graphic 
Packaging industrial site. 
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Macon Water Authority 

The Rocky Creek Plant is an advanced secondary wastewater treatment facility 

utilizing the extended aeration activated sludge process, followed by conventional 
filtration. 

There are three separate flow 
streams conveying wastewater to 
the plant - the Graphic Packaging, 
Tobesofkee Creek and Rocky Creek 
sewer interceptor lines. Sewage 
from the Rocky Creek and 
Tobesofkee interceptors flow by 

gravity to the plant through two 
influent barscreens and then to the 
influent pumping station. The 
influent pumping station consists of 
four pumps that pump a total of 14 
million gallons of wastewater per 

day (MGD). The wastewater is then pumped through two grit structures whose 
purpose is to remove any sand or coarse debris. 

The secondary treatment of wastewater at the Rocky Creek facility begins with its 
three aeration basins. The Graphic Packaging wastewater flows through two of those 
aeration basins, each With a 7 million gallon capacity. The Rocky Creek wastewater 
flows through the third basin, which can handle up to 14 million gallons. 

Flow from the aeration basins is split between six circular final clarifiers. Three are 
used to handle the Graphic Packaging wastewater, and the other three take care of 

the Rocky Creek wastewater. 

The effluent from the clarifiers is then sent to the post aeration/chlorine contact 
chambers where chlorine is added for disinfection purposes. A portion of the effluent 
is pumped to eight individual sand filters, where the treated wastewater is used for 
several purposes at the plant, including dewatering wash down, chlorine injection, 
etc. 

After ch lorine is added and allowed enough contact time for sufficient kill of 
pathogens, the effluent is de-chlorinated by chemical sodium bisulfate, prior to 
sending the water to the Ocmulgee River. The plant effluent flows by gravity to the 
river. The effluent pumping station serves the purpose of pumping the effluent when 
high river levels prevent gravity flow. 

Waste sludge produced during the wastewater treatment process is pumped to three 
gravity thickeners. The purpose of the gravity thickeners is to enhance the thickness 
of the sludge prior to the dewatering process. 

Scum from the surface of the final clarifiers is dewatered on the two scum screens 
and disposed of in a sanitary landfill. The thickened solids from the gravity thickeners 
are then routed to two holding tanks for storage. 

The sludge from the holding tanks is pumped to eight belt filter presses. Polymer is 
added to the sludge to enhance flocculation. The liquid sludge is converted to a solid 
sludge by the belt filter presses. The solids from the belt filter presses are called 
biosolids. 

These biosolids from the Rocky Creek Facility are placed under a shed and mixed 

with the solids that have come from the Lower Poplar WRF. Macon Soils is a 
subsidiary of the MWA that handles the final disposal of biosolids from the Authority's 

two wastewater treatment plants. Trucks from Macon Soils take the biosolids from 
the shed and apply it on the land of farmers in Bibb and surrounding counties. The 
farmers benefit from these biosolids because of their nutrient content. 
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EPA IDEA Query Results 

Enforcement & Compliance History Online (ECHO) 

Reference No. 46 
Macon Naval Ordnance Plant 
EPAIDNo. GAD003302676 

You are here: EPA Home Compliance and Enforcement ECHO Search Data Search Results 

Detailed Facility Report 

For Public Release - Unrestricted Dissemination Report Generated on 11/01/2011 
US Environmental Protection Agency - Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance 

Page I 

Gray text in this report indicates information that is not required to be reported to EPA. These data, typically regarding non-major or smaller 
facilities, are often incomplete. 

Facility Permits and Identifiers Data Dictionary 

Statute System Source ID Facility Name Street Address City State Zip 

FRS 110007498412 MACON-BIBB CNTY ROCKY CREEK WWTP 4705 MEAD ROAD MACON GA 31206 

CWA ICP GA0024546 MACON WATER AUTH (ROCKY CRK) PO BOX 108 MACON GA 31202 

RCRA RCR GAD991275892 MACON-BIBB CNTY ROCKY CREEK WWTP MEADE RD MACON GA 31298 

Facility Characteristics Data 0Jctionary 

Statute Source ID Universe Status Areas Permit Expiration Date 
Latitude/ 

Indian Country? 
Longitude 

SIC Codes NAICS Codes 

110007498412 
LRT: 32.773912, 

-83.634202 
No 

CWA GA0024546 Major; NPDES Individual Permit EFF 12131/2012 
32.768639, 

No 4952 
-83.640611 

RCRA GAD991275892 Inactive No 14212 4952 48411 22132 

If the CWA permit is past its expiration date, this normally means that the permitting authority has not yet issued a new permit. In these situations, the expired permit is normally administratively 

extended and kept in effect until the new permit is issued. 

Permit documents for NPDES permit GA0024546 are available online: Final permit, Fact sheet 

For the RCRA program, activities that contribute to an overall facility status of Active are displayed in parentheses using the acronym HPACS, where H indicates handler activities, P - permitting, 

A- corrective action, C- converter, and S- state-specific. More information is available in the Data Dictionary. 
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Inspection and Enforcement Summary Data ~ts DJctlona;) 

Statute Source ID Insp. Last 05Yrs Date of Last Inspection Formal Enf Act Last 05 Yrs Penalties Last 05 Yrs 

CWA GA0024546 3 04/29/2010 2 $00 

RCRA GAD991275892 0 Never 0 $00 

Compliance Monitoring History {05 years) t Data Olr:t.loo..y I 

Statute Source ID System Inspection Type Lead Agency Date Finding 

CWA GA0024546 ICP Reconnaissance without Sampling (ROS); NPDES- Base Program State 07/10/2008 

CWA GA0024546 ICP Sampling (SA 1 ); NPDES - Base Program State 02/10/2009 

CWA GA0024546 ICP Evaluation (CEI); NPDES- Sanitary Sewer Overflow (SSO) State 04/29/2010 

Entries in italics are not considered inspections in official counts. 

Compliance Summary Data Dilts Dilltionary 

Information on the nature of alleaed violations is available on the FAQ page 

Statute Source ID Current SNC/HPV? Description Current As Of Qtrs in NC (of 12) 

CWA GA0024546 NO Apr-Jun11 6 

RCRA GAD991275892 No 09/12/2011 0 

Three Year Compliance Status by Quarter 
Violations shown in a given quarter do not necessarily span the entire 3 months. Information on the nature of alleged violations is available on the FAQ page, and information on the duration of 

non-compliance is available at the end of this report. 

CWA/NPDES Compliance Status 

Statute:Source ID QTR1 QTR2 QTR3 QTR4 QTR5 QTR6 QTR7 QTRB QTR9 QTR10 QTR11 QTR1 2 

CWA:GA0024546 Jui-Sep08 Oct-Dec08 Jan-Mar09 Apr-Jun09 Jui-Sep09 Oct-Dec09 Jan-Mar10 Apr-Jun10 Jui-Sep10 Oct-Dec10 Jan-Mar11 Apr-Jun11 

Non-compliance in Quarter Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes No No No No Yes 

SNC/RNC Status » 

Effluent Violations by NPDES Parameter: 

View effluent charts for all parameters: I Only Char& wl\h VJol&tionB ! I All ChartS II CUstom Output ! (or click on parameter names below for individual parameter charts) 
-

Discharge point:OB2 
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Mthly 2% 1% 11 % 11% 3% 
Flow, in conduit or thru trealment elant 

NMth 16% 9% 

Solids. suseended eercent removal Neither 47% 

Single Event Violations: 

WW SSO - Discharge to Waters 

Effluent Violations are displayed as highest percentage by which the permit limit was exceeded for the quarter. Bold, largeprint indicates Significant Non-compliance (SNC) effluent 

violations.Shaded boxes indicate unresolved SNC violations. 

RCRA Compliance Status 

Statute:Source ID QTR1 QTR2 QTR3 QTR4 QTR5 QTR6 QTR7 QTR8 QTR9 QTR10 QTR11 

08/10/11 

QTR12 

RCRA: GAD991275892 Oct-Dec08 Jan-Mar09 Apr-Jun09 Jui-Sep09 Oct-Dec09 Jan-Mar10 Apr-Jun10 Jui-Sep10 Oct-Dec10 Jan-Mar11 Apr-Jun11 Jui-Sep11 

Facility Level Status 

Type of Violation Agency 

The first date displayed for a RCRA Violation corresponds to the violation determination date, and the next to the resolution date (if the violation has been resolved). 

Notices of Violation or Informal Enforcement - AFS, PCS, ICIS-NPDES, RCRAinfo (05 year history) 

Statute Source ID Type of Action Lead Agency 

- No data records returned. 

Formal Enforcement Actions - (05 year history) 
AFS, PCS, RCRAinfo, NCDB D..m D1cbon iU}' 

Statute I Source ID I Type of Action I Lead Agency I Date I Penalty I Penalty Description 

- No data records returned. 

In some cases. formal enforcement actions may be entered both at the initiation and final stages of the action. These may appear more than once above. Entries in italics are not "formal" 

actions under the PCS definitions but are either the initiation of an action or penalties assessed as a result of a previous action. This section includes US EPA and State formal enforcement 

actions under CAA, CWA and RCRA. 

I 

I CIS Data D t~~<tion ary 

Primary Lead Issued/Filed Settlement Federal State/Local SEP Comp 
Case Number Case Type Case Name 

Law/Section Agency Date Date Penalty Penalty Cost Action Cost 

Administrative -
MACON WATER AUTH. 2P's 

CWA / §OTHER GA-CMON 
Formal 

State Administrative Consent Order-CMON - W 12/18/2007 12/18/2007 

t 

I 
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CWA / §OTHER 
GA-01 /23/2009 

STIP 
Judicial State 

MACON WATER AUTH P2s CMON STIP 

-WQ4819 t 
01/23/2009 $2,200 

GA-CMONWQ MACON WATER AUTH (2Ps) STIP pd 
$8,800 CWA / §OTHER Judicial State 07/23/2009 

4819 WQ 4819 t 

CWA / §OTHER 
GA-EPD-WQ- Administrative - MACON CO WATER AUTH (GA0024538 

08/30/2010 08/30/2010 State 
5218 Formal & GA0024546) t 

Federal enforcement actions and penalties shown in this section are from the Integrated Compliance Information System {ICIS-FE&C). These actions may duplicate records in the Formal 

Enforcement Actions section. 

t This enforcement case involves more than one facility. Penalties, SEP Cost, ·and complying action cost apply to the case as a whole and not just to this facility. Click on the Case Number for 

more information. 

Environmental Conditions 

Permit ID Watershed Waters hed Name Receiving Waters lm11aired Waters? Combined Sewer S:'lstem? 

GA0024546 0316 OCMULGEE RIVER BASIN TMDL No 

TRI History of Reported Chemicals Released in Pounds per Year at Site: 
Year tl Total Air Emissions I Surface Water Discharges I Underground Injections I Releases to Land I Total On-site Releases I Total Off-site Transfers I Total Re leases and Transfers I 
- No data records returned. 

TRI Total Releases and Transfers by Chemical and Year 
Chemical Name I -8 I -7 I -6 I -5 I -4 I -3 I -2 I -1 I o I 

- No data records returned . 

Demographic Profile of Surrounding Area (3 Miles) [ilalta Dhcllon ary 

Open more detailed information in a new window (links leave ECHO): 1 Mi 3 Mi or 5 M1. 

This section provides demographic information regarding the community surrounding the facility. ECHO compliance data alone are not sufficient to determine whether violations at a particular 

facility had negative impacts on public health or the environment. Statistics are based upon the 2000 US Census data, and are accurate to the extent that the facility latitude and longitude listed 

below are correct T he latitude and longitude are obtained from the EPA Locational Reference TablefLRT) when available 

Radius of Area: 3 Miles Land Area : 98.90% Households in area: 5,098 

Center Latitude: 32.768639 Water Area: 1.10% Housing units in area: 5,999 

Center Longitude: -83.640611 Population Density: 494.03/sq. m i. Households On Public Assistance: 363 

Total Persons: 13,813 Percent Minority: 55.04% Persons Below Poverty Level: 4,208 

Race Breakdown Persons (%) Age Breakdown: Persons(%) 
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White: 6,262 (45.33%) Child 5 years and less: 1,525 (11.04%) 

African-american: 7,176 (51 .95%) Minors 17 years and younger: 4,312 (31 .22%) 

Hispanic-Origin: 167 ( 121%) Adults 18 years and older: 9,501 (68.78%) 

Asian/Pacific Islander: 70 ( 0.51 %) Seniors 65 years and older: 1,715 (12.42%) 

American Indian: 21 (0.15%) 

Other/Multiracial: 58 ( 0.42%) 

Education Level 
Persons(%) 

(Persons 25 & older) 
Income Breakdown: Households (%) 

Less than 9th grade: 772 (10.06%) Less than $15,000: 1,702 (33.39%) 

9th-12th grades: 1,858 (24.22%) $15,000-$25,000: 881 (17.28%) 

High School Diploma: 3,087 (40.24%) $25,000-$50,000: 1,311 (25.72%) 

Some College/2-yr: 1,431 (18.65%) $50,000-$75,000: 687 (13.48%) 

B.S./B.A. or more: 523( 6.82%) Greater than $75,000: 448 ( 8.79%) 

Notice About Duration of Violations- The duration of violations shown on this report is an estimate of the actual duration of the violations that 
might be alleged or later determined in a legal proceeding. For example, the start date of the violation as shown in the ECHO database is normally 
when the government first became aware of the violation , not the first date that the violation occurred, and the facility may have corrected the 
violation before the end date shown. In some situations, violations may have been corrected by the facility, but EPA or the State has not verified 
the correction of these violations. In other situations, EPA does not remove the violation flag until an enforcement action has been resolved. 

This report was generated by the Integrated Data for Enforcement Analysis (IDEA) system, which updates its information from program databases 
monthly. The data were last updated: RCRAinfo: 09/12/2011. FRS: 09/08/2011 . ICIS: 09/09/2011 . 

Some regulated facilities have expressed an interest in explaining data shown in the Detailed Facility Reports in ECHO. Please check company web sites for such explanations. 

EPA Home 1 Privacy and Security Notice 1 Contact Us 
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CW A Effluent Query 

ECHO Home 

All Data Search 

Air Data Search 

Water Data Search 

Hazardous Waste 
Search 

EPA Enforcement 
Cases Search 

EPA Enforcement SEP 
Search 

Multiple ID Search 

About the Site 

About the Data 

More State Data 

Related Unks 

Frequently Asked 
Questions 

Site Map 

Enforcement & Compliance History Online 
(ECHO) 
Recent Additions I Contact Us 
You are here: EPA Home Compliance and Enforcement ECHO Search Water Data Effluent Data 

-This is searching PCS and ICIS-NPDES (all states). 

Get Effluent Data 
(Water Program) 

Select a Permit 

Permit 10: GA0024546 (NPDES ID-9 characters) 

I update form ) 

Facility data (display only:} 

Permit ID 

j GA0024546 

Address 

Database 

l iCIS-NPDES 

(Search] 

MACON WATER AUTH (ROCKY CRK) 
PO BOX 108 
MACON GA 312020108 _j 

Status 

Select Charts 

DAII 

~ Charts with violations 

Discharge 
points 

~ All 

Parameters 0 All 

Designation 

( Major 

Ownership 

[ Municipal or water di! 

Selections for GA0024546 

[2] 001 

rlJ OOB 

irlJ OBO 

~ OB2 

M BOD, 5-day, 20 deg. C 

~ BOD, 5-day, percent removal 

I2J Chlorine, total residual 

~ Coliform, fecal general 

0 Flow, in conduit or thru treatment plant 

I2.J Nitrogen, ammonia total (as N) 

I2J Oxygen, dissolved (DO) 

f!t.l PCB-1016 

lb!J PCB-1221 

l!tJ PCB-1232 

I2J PCB-1242 

i!tJ PCB-1248 

~ PCB-1254 

l!lJ PCB-1260 

I2J pH 

http://www.epa-echo.gov/cgi-bin/effluentsquery.cgi?permit=GA0024546 
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2J Phosphorus, total (as P) 

I1J Solids, sludge, tot, dry weight 

:iJ Solids, suspended percent removal 

~ Solids, total suspended 

Monitoring [J All 
locations 

til Effluent gross 

Outfall 
types 

Sampling 
periods 

ttJ Effluents only 

D AII 

IYJ Effluents only 

G:J AII 

[] Other - no description available 

D Percent removal 

D Raw sewage influent 

~ External outfall 

..J Monthly 

Select Dates 

From Jul 2008 1 to Jun 2011 1 

Effluent data PCS: Jan 2008 

available: ICIS-NPDES: Jut 2006 

Get the Data 

Jun 2011 

Jun 201 1 

EPA Home I Privacy and Security Notice I Contact Us 

http://www.epa-echo.gov/cgi-bin/effluentsquery.cgi?permit=GA0024546 
Print As-Is 

Last updated on Tuesday, November 01 , 2011 

Page 7 

[ Search ] 

(Search] 

This document will now print as it appears on screen when you use the File " Print command. 
Use View» Refresh to return to original state. 
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regulations.gov D SHA~t r81~ 

Your Vo•t" lo Fedofll Dc<l•~an t.la~lnc 

Docket Folder Summary 

E-mail Alerts 1 Export~ 

National Priorities List, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Armstrong World Industries 

Docket ID: EPA-HQ-SFUND-2010-0640 Agency: EPA RIN:Not Assigned 

+ Show Details 

Search Within The Docket Folder.__ ____________ __,!igmij 

Document Type 

0 Public Submission (2) 0 Other 0 Supporting fl: Related Material 0 Notice 0 Rule 0 Proposed Rule 

7 Items in the Docket Folder View all documents I Results Per Page:~ 

Title 

Letter to A. Stanley Meibur2, Acting 
Ri!gional Administrator, Ri!eion 4,USEPA, 
from F. Allen Barnes, Director, Georgia 

Department of Natural Resources 

National Prioritil!s list 

Narrative Summary - Armstrong World 
lndustril!s (Septembe r 2011) 

Support Documl!nt - Armstrong World 
Industries (September 2011) 

Narrativl! Summary: Annstrong World 
Industries, Macon, Georeia 

Document Type 

Supporting & 

Related Material 

Rule 

Supporting & 
Related Material 

Supporting & 

Related Material 

Supporting & 
Related Material 

HRS Documentation Record: Armstron~: Supporting & 
World Industries, EPA ID No. GAN000410033 Related Material 

National Priorities List; Proposed Rule No. Proposed Rule 
53 

Comments Due Dec 20, 2010 11:59 PM ET 

OJ 0 1 Page~of1 1 0 0 10 

Home Pnvacy Notice S1te Map 

Reference No. 47 
Macon Naval Ordnance Plant 
EPA ID No. GAD003302676 

Submitter Name Organization ID 

EPA-HQ- SFUND-
201 0-0640-0004 

EPA- HQ- SFUND-
2010-0640-0007 

EPA- HQ- SFUND-
2010-0640-0009 

EPA- HQ- SFUND-
201 0-0640-0008 

EPA- HQ- SFUND-
2010-0640-0003 

EPA- HQ- SFUND-
2010-0640-0002 

EPA- HQ- SFUND-
2010-0640-0001 
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